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'J' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi Ianthe, just wanted to extend my heart felt thanks for sending me the
posting. I guess you know the feeling of finding like minded individuals.
I thought I was the only one!!!! I simply adore all femaledom, but
especially the young. I mean no harm to them, only mutual love. Have
had one intense relationship with a 9 yr old. We were basically in
love and for my part I still am. I am all over the net and probably have
in excess of 20 e-mail accounts!! On every one of them, my password is
this angel's name. More about this encounter another time. Again,
thanks and you are one of the most literate individuals I have ever
come across. Your education most be awesome. I don't know if you signed
me up for the list or not but I must me a member. Please let me know
of any further steps I need to take. Keep up the excellent work!!

'J'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Everybody needs love' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear friends

I enjoy very much reading about your experiences with
little girls. Now I want to share some nice events that
I've experienced with my relationship to 'D'.

'D' and I are usually playing some usual kid's plays. One time
when I visited at her home, she said "your gonna love this" and
then she took her parents sex guide book and we looked the pictures.
I don't know exactly why she thought I would like to see that book.
She had read that before and there was some drawings on the pages
that she had drawn. She also told me about her sexual experiments
with a little boy. I acted quite shyly on that situation because I
didn't know what I should do. I'm wondering will she want to do
something like that with me in the future. She's still only 6 years
old and at that time she was 5.

Last winter we went down the hill by sled and became both
wet by snow, she took all her clothes off inside the house. Then
she said "try how wet my bottom is!" And I touched carefully her
slightly damp, cute bottom. That was fun! Well, don't be too
jealous. I nowadays live 100 miles away from her, so I don't get
to meet her too often.

--

'Rational' wrote:
> I thought, after the movie, why don't
> we establish something like "The Girl Lovers' Film
> and TV Awards".

If not-so-enlightened parents see something like that they might
think about not letting their daughter become a child actress or
a model. Otherwise nice idea. I think that 10 years old American
actress Caitlin Wachs is one of "The Prettiest, Loveliest Child
Actresses of the 1990s". She's incredibly cute!

--

'Snow Fairy', thanks for sharing with us those lovely memories
about Alicia.

--

'Humbert II, The New One.' wrote:
> She grabbed my hand and wrapped it around her shoulders and
> chest, pushing her body into mine ...  She then began to bounce
> her bottom into the side of my thigh, repeatedly and forcefully,
> bending her torso away, still clutching my arm to her chest and
> arching her butt into me.

That's exactly how happened for me this summer with one little girl.
It felt really hot. Little girls naturally know what's attractive
and if they want to please a boy they know how to do it. Of course
I'm very easy target.

Every posting of this list contains hugely similarities to my
life. I could reply really often saying that I've experienced
the same. Thanks for all writers of this list!

'Everybody needs love'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Daveboy' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

'Giggle Maker' took pen in hand and included the following
comment in a very interesting post...

> Perhaps I'm dumb, but I just don't understand why pleasure
>is bad.

It's because 'Sexual Pleasure' at an early age would SCAR our
children for life... WHY??.... Because *WE SAY SO*... that's
why!!! It's the way we 'program' our children...

If we started off by NOT 'telling' children how 'wrong' sex is,
then there would never be a problem to start with... but we would
ALL have to do this for it to work.

When our first child arrived, I intended to bring them up in a more
open way about nudity and sex, but soon realised that if I continued,
the child would be ostracised by other children, so had to go back to
the old 'Don't ever show your knickers' routine.

The interesting point here is... How did this all start?

Go back to the early caveman days... who decided that we should cover
up that area?... animals don't !... Oh, I can see the point regarding
keeping warm etc.... but what's so dreadful about looking and
touching THAT part of the body?

Harking back to an old post of mine, if you tickle a little girls ear
and she giggles to show that she enjoys it.. then.. why didn't we
decide to cover our EARS and make it  a 'Disgusting Act' to look at /
touch one another's ears?... well.. at least until we were OLD
enough to be able to cope with the responsibility of 'Ear Tickling'...
:-)

BTW, What age range are you and how did your wife find out about your
orientation to lg's?... also what were her initial reactions?

--

'D.A.' wrote:
> This is my first posting. It's wonderful to at last be around
> like minded people.  I have been on line since the beginning
> of the year and made a startling discovery.  I am a gl and
> probably always have been.  <snip>

Welcome 'D.A.'.. we look forward to hearing more from you, there's a
bit of a shortage of posters at the moment :-(

--

'Cindy' wrote:
> Yes, I feel trapped, and I hate it!  I feel trapped because
> *NOBODY* can get in touch with *ANYBODY* on this
> list, and we can GO NOWHERE!!!!!!!   The print is all wind --
> it can go nowhere!  :"(   It will never lead to anything,
> except a bit of ventilation.  I would like to *DO* something!!!!!

> The only answer to this pedophile hating world is to
> BAND TOGETHER somewhere and say: WE ARE HERE
> TO STAY!  WE ALWAYS *WERE*, WE *ARE*, AND WE
> ALWAYS *WILL* BE!  The stupid "normal" people
> don't even have enough sense to use us as slaves
> for their children, when we could provide *SO* MUCH
> for them, and ask nothing in return.  What a bloody
> *STUPID* world we live in!  I am all for banding
> together and *DOING* something, like starting a
> commune where anything goes, and pedophilia
> is accepted, if consensual, and not interfered with.
> I am certain many on the list would agree.
> I would like to hear from you!!!

A passionate plea there and I, for one, DO agree with you!
but... it's One thing to KNOW what you want, and ANOTHER thing to
actually make it happen.

We all know what happened to the Branch Davidians [Waco] and I
suspect we would get similar treatment if we set up a commune, once
word got out about our acceptance of paedophilia. If the authorities
didn't come to burn us out first, the 'child protectors' would !.

I have thought that maybe if around a thousand or so of us got together
and each of us chipped in around 50,000 UKP ( $75,000 US )
then it might be possible to buy one of those islands off the coast of
wherever it is (?), and set ourselves up, what the logistics of doing
something like that are, I really have no idea... no doubt someone will
'shoot me down in flames... '... but I still feel that with 50,000000 UKP
we ought to be able to do something.

  [ We could build our own internet, which might be more useful :) ]

If we sold up all our possessions , house / flat, car etc then 50 k would
not be THAT hard to find for most of us, I realise that it may be out of
reach for some, but the fact is that 'money talks' and if the ones among
us that have the financial clout... (and I'm talking about others outside
of this mailing list as well) ... did something then.. maybe... just maybe...

I'm not suggesting an island were we could 'farm children for our
perverted sexual gratification'... just somewhere we could all be ourselves
and accept pedophilia as just another orientation, and let's face it...
if we were on an island, people who disagreed with us could just steer
clear and we would not be a threat to anyone.

And in time, the more Peds that came to settle there, the less THREAT
there would be to the children on the mainland..!

...or course, that's B**LOCKS, 'cause we all know that it's not Peds
that are the threat, more the child molesters etc, but as far as
Joe Public are concerned... it's us... so that could be one of our
arguments,..

But, as usual, it's all just a 'pipe dream', because we would have to
meet up first and, as we know, that's just about impossible to arrange
'cause we don't know who we can trust, even on THIS mailing list!...
one of you could be ( probably IS ) one of THEM!!... and we'd all get
arrested or get our heads kicked in as soon as we 'crawled out from
under our proverbial stones'.

Although I appreciate this List, I too find it very frustrating, not
being able to have a 'live' debate where comments and ideas can go back
and forth in 'real time'.

Please try to be patient Cindy, you say that you are a 'Known Paedophile'
and this obviously prevents you from having even the most 'innocent' contact
with children, I really feel for you and wish I could help somehow.

'Daveboy' (40's)
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Rational' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all! Rational here.

Just some thoughts I hadn't written about:

Everyone likes different age groups. It's the same when you think in
"normal" people. Some like younger people and some older people, and
that changes with age too. I think I mentioned once that "normal"
people are expected to like kids when they are kids themselves,
then teenagers, then young adults and so on to the point that
they will continue to like their 70yo wife when they are that age
themselves (of course, aided by the fact of a life together, but
is it the point?). Well I can see that my minimum age is lowering
from around 6-7 to about 4-5 but actually I think I look more at
12-14 year olds than I did one or two years ago. Still, nothing
is as beautiful as an 8yo, probably 3rd grader and...

--

Snow Fairy: I also live in a country with lots of kids in bad
situations and I really liked your story because that is what
they first need: a bit of love which they have never known...

Actually, to any of you who complain about your countries, you
would be shocked at condition in poor countries. There are
lots and lots of kids (due to population increase) who need
love urgently.

--

Cindy: At least you have the memories, and nobody can take
them away. I know it's no comforting in this world we live
in but it's all we have. Actually I forgot to say something
on early experiences too, but when I was 6? 7? I had a very
nice sex playing with another boy who was 3? and though that
memory is the only from my childhood and maybe not as sexual
as I would like (from the point of view of now) it was a
very good one and I would never change that for anything.
(That boy is a friend now, not among the best, but as good
one. I wonder what he thinks now if he remembers. Me, maybe
I would repeat it  ;)   )

--

Fruity: I think in El Diario de Daniela there are only
skirts and shorts but I'll try to find out. On the accent
marks, unless you can program your keyboard to Spain or
Latin America settings you would have to put accent marks
by ascii codes... but I don't think anyone here expects
perfect ortography in any language... remember the list
is in English and I bet half of us aren't native English
speakers. (I'm native Spanish speaker). You know, I like
Dani better now at 11 than when she was 9... curious,
even to me...

That's all by now

'Rational'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Pegassus' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Ok, everyone... I'm back!!

Not that I had ever left, just that I've just been hanging and lurking.  I
got so much stuff to write about (I guess that's what happens when one
doesn't keep up) and so little time.

Some of you probably remember me writing about my ordeal with the elders at
the church who were questioning me about past experiences with lgs oversees.

Well, I went ahead and told them about this lg who I had caressed her
barely budding breasts a couple of times.  Man, it felt like the inquisition!

They asked me about other lgs with whom I used to be aquainted (that led
me to believe that someone in my family tipped them off as to my
inclinations, although I've never openly told anyone... well, except my wife,
and my uncle) Anyway, after about a month they summoned me again to let me
know what the outcome of the investigation was: They told me to stay away
from all minors (no age specifics) and they said that they would warn all
the families with minors and that they would also warn the police.  Can you
imagine that from an elder group that is supposed to offer _support_?!! I cut
the meeting short warning them that if anything adverse were to happen with
my friends at the church or the police, that I would have my lawyers on
their ass! (I was steamed and they knew it).  Well, as of today, I haven't
experienced any grief from my friends or any other family with minors and I
haven't heard anything from the police, so I don't know whether they went
ahead with their plan or not.

On a lighter note, I've established a beautiful relationship with a 10yo
lovely lg.  I inadvertently gave her real name in a previous post but from
now on I'll call her "Blue" (It's our favorite color).  she's wonderful,
she's my life.  And I've been blessed to have a great friendship with her
parents.  We hold hands, kiss on the lips (when no one is watching, of
course), cuddle and tell each other that we love one another in a whisper.
I usually say, "I love you sweetie" and she replies with a soft loving
voice, "I love you more!".  Those words are like a perfect melody in my
ears, a song which I can't hear enough of.  I love her so dearly!  She's my
life.

I never thought that there would be a time when we'd be together alone, but
it's happened about three times and it's been wonderful.  No sexual stuff, I
feel she's not ready for it yet (you know those vibes).  But we cuddle,
kiss, hold hands, talk of everything from movies to her dreams of the
future.  She says she wants to have the time and resources to build homes for
all her friends and the homeless. First, she would build her dream home in
the perfect spot, then live in it for a while and lastly, move and build
somewhere else and leave the house for somebody to occupy it.  Isn't that
just indicative of the beautiful heart she has?  I can truly say that I'm in
love with her.

But then, enter my wife.  Oh boy!!  The epitomy of mistrust and narrow
thinking.  Don't get me wrong, she's a wonderful woman, but not for a pedo's
wife.  Unfortunately, I've let her know openly about my inclinations.  And
she's on the watch constantly.  Fortunately, I've managed to tear myself a
few precious hours from her and visit Blue.  Her parents have a great
concept of me and have let me take her out to buy her toys and the such.
I'm planning on asking them to let me take her and her sibling to play
miniature golf or something.  They invite me over to their house to soak on
the hot tub.  When Blue gets in with us (they only let them in when there's
an adult in), she sits next to me and we hold hands under the bubbles and
I've also brushed her toes underwater.  If she only knew how I just melt
with her presence!  I guess one of the most rewarding sights was when she
got out of the hot water and just sat on the edge with her legs in the
water on the opposite side where I was sitting and I got a view of her
wet swimming suit (a seductive 2-piece) clinging to her wonderful body
and sculpting it as if were to define every curve and line of her
perfect anatomy.

Sorry to cut it short, I'm truly sorry to leave you guys for now, but I just
got a call from Blue's mom to come over and watch a football game!  Ain't
life full of compromises!

I'm truly thankful for this list and all I can say to all of you is:  Enjoy
and live the precious few moment and cherish them and put up with the
terribles as best you can because life can be wonderful.

Bye

'Pegassus'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Dalderious' writes with an almost broken heart:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

I have come to write about Rebecca, an eight year old
girl whom I love dearly. I think that I may have
mentioned her before, but I doubt that I have given
her a name. Rebecca is a beautiful girl who comes from
a large family, and I have known her since she was
four (at least). As with most children, I took to her
right away, and she reciprocated the love and
attention that I gave her. She had such beautiful
hair, and was the cutest person that I had ever seen. I
wanted to think of her sexually, for when I was
not near her, but no matter how I tried, I could not
get anything going. I loved her, she loved me, and she
was the cutest thing around. And that was not going to
change.

Well, things do change. She got older. To me she is
still that same four year old girl. I see her no
differently. I hardly recognize the difference in her
size. Ah, but I even had the extreme joy not so long
ago of spending an entire afternoon with her and a
friend of hers. I long to do that again. It was so
pleasant, and I enjoyed every beautiful moment.

Recently, however, things began to change. I'm not
sure quite when, but I have a basic idea. Shortly
after the afternoon that I just mentioned, I was by
the house once again. Whilst I was there, I chatted
with the mother, and her older sister (11/12). ( A
quick note about her, she is a beautiful girl as well
(aren't they all?) and will be a prize to whomever
catches her. Alas, she is not for me. but I will not
shy away from proclaiming her beauty.) I was on the
couch with the older sister going over some poems that
she had written. During this whole thing, Rebecca came
over to me and handed me a "letter". The letter was a
piece of looseleaf paper folded in half, and said from
Rebecca to Dalderious, "good by". I assumed the
"goodby" was because I was soon to leave for the day.

On the inside were words that I still hold dear. I
cannot read them and not go faint at heart. I will add
one note, that earlier in the afternoon I had
commented on a school project she had worked on. The
words I read as I unfolded the paper were as follows,
with minor changes to protect the innocent (and me,
the not-so-innocent :-) ).

=========================================
Dear Dalderious,

How are you feeling?

I am fine.

I make alot of progects to show
  you.

 And I think that you like them
 very much.

And I love you very much too.

And I think that you like me too.

I rely
        rely
                rely
                        love
                                you.

                                 love
                                 Rebecca
                                   (lastname)
============================================

That is basically the letter, spelling mistakes and
all. I was on the couch when I read it. Her sister
asked me what it said, with a slight tone saying "what
could such a little girl write anyway", I told her
that it was private, and that was that.

I made sure to go to Rebecca to tell her how much I
appreciated the letter. It was the least that I could
do. She seemed to be very embarassed about it and
didn't even acknowledge the letter when I asked her.
Well, I thanked her one or two more times, just to be
sure she knew that I appreciated it and let it be. The
letter is now in safe keeping. I read it when I need
to, for it warms the heart more than a blazing fire.

Sometime after that, on a different day, I saw Rebecca
again. The pleasure of seeing my beautiful love, and
anticipating a wonderful time. However, she said "I
hate you." In bewilderment I asked why, she said,
"because you're a bad boy". I asked why I was a bad
boy and she told me that I had called her brother a
dog and that I bothered him, ( The name was a joke, it
was a while before that, and I thought that I had
cleared that up. None-the-less, ) I went over to her
brother that weekend and told him that should I ever
bother him, he should bring it to my attention. He
agreed. I went back to Rebecca and went through the
same conversation. I told her that had been cleared
up. But I was still a bad boy! I asked her why, she
said because she didn't like me. (She dropped hate at
some point, it's not like her to use such strong
words). And we had a circular argument. She didn't
like me because I was a bad boy. And I was a bad boy
because she didn't like me. When I said that didn't
make sense, she merely answered, "it doesn't have to".
Do you know how I felt? I usually do not care what
people think of me. And even if I want someone to like
me I won't care too much. But hearing this from her
was enough to break my heart. But, she had a smile on
her face when she said it, almost laughing. That alone
saved me from complete and utter despair.

Well, I am persistant. Microsoft will put out a stable
Operating System before I give up. I kept at it, and
she was consistent with her vicious circle of an
answer. Before long, I found an excuse to get in her
backyard. She had a friend over, and I was curious to
look at something that her father had built. While her
father was on one end of the yard, I began to chat
with Rebecca and her friend. We went around the yard
and got up to a knotted string. Rebecca told me that
she could climb it but only if I took her down when
she went up high. I readily accepted, for three
reasons. One, I would do that for anybody, and
especially her, two, I might get her to stop telling
me that she doesn't like me, and three, I must admit,
I love to hold her. She went up and I took her down.
Great, and a second time. Although the second time had
a special benefit, she actually went up above my head,
so when I looked up I got more than I expected (she
was wearing a dress), plus, when I grabbed her this
time on her waist, her blouse was bunched up, so hand
were grabbing her skin directly. Grabbing her and
looking up her skirt at the same time while hold her
above me gave me a feeling for a moment. I never felt
that around her before, but it was all too welcome.
Just for a moment though, and I relished it went I got
home. Next time I saw her, we were back to the same
routine. She didn't like me. This was really beginning
to bother me.

Recently, I was over her house again. As I was walking
to the house she was with a bunch of friends. She
quickly hid behind them. I ignored her completely. On
my way out she ran over to me and asked out loud,
"Right, you're a bad boy?" I answered something like,
"It depends who you ask." and she went away giggling
with her friends.  Normally, I love little girls
giggles.

After that I was at the house again. Her two younger
brother we're jumping all over me. I kept calling her,
but she kept her back to me, and didn't even answer.
:-(

OK, now to this past week. I saw her again. Same
routine. I wanted to see something in her back yard
again. I ended up pushing a number of the little tikes
on swings while watching the father on a trampoline. I
kept close to her when I could but she kept pushing me
away. At one point her father went inside, and I had
Rebecca and a couple of her brothers nearby. They
remembered that I was ticklish, and they started to
tickle me, and Rebecca joined it. Oh the pleasure! But
almost as soon as she started, her father called her
in telling her that her mother had to speak to her. A
moment or so later she came out again, but to the
swings which were a few feet away from me. I wondered
why she was called in, her older sister could have
seen us from inside where she was standing, and she
was also on the couch that one time... I began to
wonder. I asked Rebecca why she went inside, and she
refused to tell me what it was that her mother had
said. She even walked with me me part way home, with a
few siblings. She was following her brother who was
"racing" me home. Part way we stopped and I held a
vote. She was the only one who considered me a bad
boy.

I had a dream after that. I was sitting on the corner
near her house (her house is not on the corner!) and
she was wearing her blue dress. Her blue dress is my
favorite. It looks beautiful on her and when she turns
around it is nice sometimes. She sat down on my legs
and was putting her arms around me, I was on cloud
nine. Just then, I noticed the door of her house open
and her older sister came out. I quickly turned my
legs so that Rebecca fell off, in hopes that her older
sister would not see us together. I then looked at
Rebecca who was no lying on the grass, and I thought,
"what have I done!". I had tossed her off without
taking her into consideration. Then I woke up. This
dream seemed to have highlighted quite a bit.

I rode by her house the other day and had a long
conversation with the same "I don't like you". I even
mentioned the letter. She told me that it was a stupid
letter and that I should give it to her so she could
rip it up. I said that it was mine, and that no one
would see it but me. I wanted her not to be worried
about being embarrassed, if that was the case. I
mentioned the day I helped her on the rope. She didn't
care too much.

The next day she screamed out to me on my bike
something like, "Don't even talk to me because I am
just going to say that I don't like you. (etc...)".

Yesterday, I was walking with her older and a younger
brother. We saw her across the street with a younger
sister and a friend. I was talking about them out
loud. When she saw me she stuck out her tongue for a
moment, and continued to walk.

Today, her two younger brothers came over to a place
near me to play with friends. The older of the two
said he wanted to her to come along so he could find
out why she says "that bad word" about me. He also
mentioned that when he asks her about it, she will not
answer.

I know this was a long read, and I apologize. I thank
you for coming this far. I had to get this off my
chest, and ask for advice, or any words for that
matter. I love this girl a lot, and the warmth of her
love is tremendous. There is only one girl that I love
more than she, and that is Sarah whom I have spoken
about before, but that is a different type of love
anyway, which I am just beginning to understand.

Please, if you can, help my poor aching heart.

'Dalderious'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Demosthenes' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

This being my first post to ASGL, it should have a bit of my
background and introduction.  I regret that it does not; this
was intended as a quick note and request for information.  I am
working on an introductory posting with my (long, assorted,
haphazard) thoughts organized into some coherency...  Till then,
this will have to suffice.

Once again, I read the postings of ASGL with a mixture of
heartfelt wonder, at the compassion and emotions of the posters;
bemused amazement, at the foolishness and short-sightedness of
the world's governments; seething anger, at various and sundry
groups campaigning for "religious" or "moral" reasons against
pedophiles (more accurately, against their misperceptions of us);
longing, to meet with and share my feelings to my fellow ASGL
members; and finally, the occasional burst of joy, happiness,
and laughter when I come across that rare posting which confirms
that not all is lost, that there still exist people in this
world with their heads firmly on their shoulders, not planted
elsewhere...

My spirits were lifted, then, when I read the wonderful satire
"Teach Your Children Well".  I am heartened to see that the art
of satire is alive and well.  If I may ask, what is the source
of this piece?

  [ A syndicated column from the Universal Press Syndicate. I
    seem to remember that it came from a local paper in Oklahoma ? ]

This brings me to my first humble request: could attributions be
listed for clippings and articles posted to ASGL?  Many times,
the above included, I've wished to know the source of a story.
Perhaps listing it next to the date and place would be possible?
e.g. [UK: _The London Register_, 29 August 1999]

  [ Yes, I'm sure the copyright lawyers would like that too :(]

Secondly, there is mention on the ASGL FAQ of PGP-encrypted ASGL
mailings.  I would greatly appreciate this as an added security
measure.  Is this imminent, and if so, what version[s] of PGP
will be supported?

  [ It might be supported, it seems possible to encrypt
    to multiple keys in PGP 6. Anyone else really want
    this ?  ROT-13 would be easier for me but obviously not
    as secure for you. ]

Lastly, I'd like to second a request by 'Macaressica',
requesting a list for lovers of "low-teen" girls (13-15);
does such a beast exist, and if not, is there interest among
members of this list?

--

'Macaressica' wrote:
> Hello all.  I haven't written in awhile.  Just to let
> you know, I am a 25 year young lg lover.  I must say
> though that my age range of interest is more 12-15.
> Does anyone know of an email list for teen girl lovers?

Thanks for your time and understanding,

'Demosthenes'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Fruitcake Boy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

Ianthe, dude!

I absolutely loved that lil' news posting about "Education" (yeah,
the one at the end!) I hope I have permission to reproduce that
article and distribute it to my friends? Please? Nothing else in the
clippings, only that sharp political satire.

  [ I didn't write it, but I believe that 'fair use' covers stuff
    like personal copies for friends, etc ? ]

--

In other news:

A college campus is much like a candy store without gumdrops. There
is plenty of perfectly legal eye-candy everywhere, but no lil
girls. Like one type of candy missing. Also, there are more
lesbians than I expected. Don't try hitting on a girl till you
know she's straight. No offence, to those of you who may be
homosexual, but I do happen to be straight and am looking for
straight girls (little or otherwise).

--

Advice to ALL OF YOU: CARPE DIEM!

Sieze the day! You never know when everything, life, EVERYTHING,
will end for good! Boy, I'm getting very philosophical all of a
sudden! I guess I had one of those experiences where you realize
you only have one shot at geting it, getting life, right.

To whoever answered my question (sorry, forgot the name again):
I'm still waiting for nymphets to fall into my lap. It isn't
working... <grin, j/k> :)

Nothing else to report. I miss all my friends at home since I've
moved into the dorms, and haven't yet made any real good new
friends. Just kinda random acquaintances.

That's all for now!

Keep It Real,

'Fruitcake Boy' ("Fruity")
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Misty Vain' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello to all!

It's been quite a while since I last posted (actually more like
a year...) and think I feel like writing again. So much has
happened in the year.

First I'd like to tell you about my summer. I got a summer job
as a janitor and I got to work in the same area than before.
And to my surprise, the first day I got there, the same little
girl, about 5 or 6 years old, who I wrote before, recognized me
and said hi to me and even remembered my name! I was impressed.
A year in her life is something like 20 percent of her whole
life...

Anyway, as I have gained some self confidence during the winter,
I have forced myself into being more social (if you remember
me being quite shy) and what would be a more suitable way for
me than chatting with kids! And most importantly, I feel much
easier when there are kids around me. I have even been able to
enjoy their presence, which I have felt uneasy about before.

It has been a wonderful summer for me and it has gone so fast
that I hardly have noticed that I have worked at all...

--

Something I'd like to comment on...

'O' wrote:
>And everyone stop trying to apologize and rationalize your desires.

I agree. There's no point in rationalizing our attraction
because it isn't rational. I don't think love or feelings in
general are rational at all. That's why they are called feelings
instead of thoughts.

Someone may say that the purpose of sexual desires are to make
children and so guarantee the survival of human race. But this
argument is absurd because it is based on the assumption that
there are only heterosexuals who are attracted to members of
opposite sex that are capable of reproducing. Obviously there
are others, too, and such statement is too generalizing.

Pedophilia is only a nature's mistake or something like that,
but that doesn't make it any worse or better than anything more
normal (you've got to face it, girl-loving is not NORMAL in the
meaning 'ordinary')! It is just a fact and if someone says it
is bad (or good!), that tells something about him rather than
about pedophilia itself.

That's all this time, maybe I'll write more later.

'Misty Vain'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>So there you have it: I'm hopelessly in love with a 3 year old.  So do
>you all think I'm just a little too weird, even for this list?  Will I
>be cast out by the outcasts?

Not at all. D... was only 4 but she was the girl who most appreciated
my attention. I was in love with J... but it was her sister D... who
has been one my most wonderful memories.

>I'm very fortunate in that my wife knows I'm a pedo and is supportive
>-- even to the extent of helping to arrange time with little girls.

Yes, you are. My wife has brought me a couple of child model
magazines and has been one of only a handful of people who have
supported me.

--

'Snow Fairy' wrote:
>So I want to say this thing that love and caring and
>sexual feeling are good things. Little girls feel
>these things and remember them.

Do you really think so?  All of my relationships have ended
in tragedy when the parents found out how I felt for their
little girl.

--

'Rational' wrote:
>She was beautiful, brown hair and eyes, a nice, very thin body,
>well I will stop...

No, don't stop ;-)

--

'Buitenlander' wrote:
>but not the "bogeyman" image which the UK/US presents.

You guessed it. I am in the UK/US geography.

>I should point out that I moved from the UK to Holland because of job
>requirements, so at least I had something to focus my mind on.

So, if I learned the language and culture of my dream country, I
should be able to move there (like my old German teacher)?

>but at least you can say what you feel here without the risk of being
>thrown into jail for a crime you didn't commit

This has been my gratitude for this marvellous list (Ianthe's
moderation willing). I welcome the views of a competent
therapist ;-)

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Humbert II - A New One' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

An update on my current Alice:

I had decided to actively avoid her after our trip to the sporting
event and her seductive and manipulative actions when we
were leaving at the end of the night. The next weekend, as
I was lounging in bed in the late morning, the phone rang, and it
was her. She inquired if I and my female acquaintance had planned
on going to a local annual event that attracts a large
number of people of all age ranges. It was an obvious and charming
ploy to get us to take her along. As her parents are less
than attentive to her needs (I'm sure a psychologist would argue
that this itself makes her ripe for "abuse" and
"exploitation") I felt somehow compelled to accept her "invitation".

At this event, there was an abundance of beautiful LGs, and try as
I might to distract myself, I found I only had eyes for
my "Alice". I was aware in passing of some of the others
passing by, but none could compare or hold my attention. This
in itself was somewhat depressing. At one point in the day, we
stopped for some food from one of the vendors. After buying our
dishes, we went behind the booth to sit down. There on a bench
sat a LG of indescribable beauty with what appeared to be her
grandfather. She was about 11 or 12 and wore a tube-top with thin
shoulder straps. It clung loosely to her chest, sagging
down and revealing the translucent silky material of her
camisole type bra. She wore tennis shoes and a pair of baggy
shorts. I sat down and found myself diagonally across from her.
From my viewpoint I could see up her shorts to the outer band
of her panties. She gave me an incredible show, bending over
several times and causing her blouse to drop fully open. I
found myself hoping she would change her seating position to give
me a better view. My prayers could not have been answered
more fully. At one point, she opened her legs and was sitting
such that I had a clear view. She caught me stealing glances,
I am certain. We made eye contact. There was an odd tension in
the air, and I am certain my adult companion, as well as my
"Alice" and the LGs grandfather all felt it, but no one took
any action of any sort. The electricity of the situation was
intense, but indescribable. It was as if only she and I were
in control of the situation, as if time had slowed down for
everyone but us. To my surprise, on catching me peeking,
she opened her legs further. It was as if she were not wearing
shorts at all, they were pulled so far over. I continued to
stare, glancing up to confirm that she was still making eye
contact with me and making certain I was still interested in
her show. She showed no modesty or embarrassment, and I am
positive she knew she was exposed. I was close enough that I
could have merely stood, taken a step, kneeled, and reached out
and caressed her. Her mother returned, and we had finished our
snacks. My companions stood and we prepared to leave. On our
way back out from behind the booth, we stopped at another both
to purchase drinks. I could still see back behind the booth,
and the YG was still watching me intently. She stood and walked
toward us, the first time she moved from her seat, occupying
herself with climbing a tree that stood near us and between the
two vendor-booths. Finally we walked away, although I could
have sat there all day.

This proved to be my only notable distraction from the personal
torture of being so near to the object of my affection. It
was the only connection I made, and transient - it soon seemed
that it was years past. My own "Alice" asked me for piggy
back rides on several occasions, and I grudgingly agreed, so as
to not attract the suspicions of our other companion.

Although, when our companion objected, rather than saying that
I did not mind the effort, I quickly accepted her objection
and refused.

Overall the day went well, and we had a good time. I generally
hung back and tried to remain separate from, well, let's just
call her Alica from now on. :)

At the end of the day, after dropping her off and visiting
with her parents, I stepped outside for a breath of fresh air and
some solitary time. Of course, I was shortly joined by Alica.
I feel sorry for her on some level. It is obvious that she
does have an attraction to me, she seeks me out at all
opportunities. At the same time, she is not individual
enough to make her own decisions about society and it's rules,
and never will be, I am afraid. She will certainly grow up to
become a typical, frustrated, awkward adult torn between her
desires and her perception of morality. At any rate, she asked
me for a piggy-back ride. She loves this activity, and always
wants me to trot or run (obviously, sitting pressed against my
neck, the sensation must not be unlike riding a trotting horse
and pressing against the horn of the saddle). It is something
that she can enjoy while feeling a sense of innocence about
her true motives. It is something she can justify in her own mind
with her conflicting desires and sense of morality. She is
much too old for piggy-back rides, from the perspective of
society. She has also become much more particular about how I hold
on to her legs recently. If I rub her legs, or my hands
are too high up her thighs, she objects, moves my hands. I
took this opportunity to let her know that I did not plan on
playing with her like this in the future, that I did not want to
rough-house with her anymore, or give her rides, or
otherwise have intimate contact with her. She asked
why? I explained that she was getting to an age, that her body was
changing, that it was hard to keep my hands from touching her in
ways that made her seem uncomfortable when we did these
kind of things. "Who will give me horsey-rides, then?" she
asked poetically, but not seemingly child-like.

I did not execute this little speech as well as I had wanted,
stuttering and fighting with my words, feeling pressed for
time to get it all out. As I walked back, I noticed she
did not object to the placement of my hands, even
when I moved them fairly far up her thighs or rubbed her legs.
This reaction was not my intention, and I now feel a desperate
need to finish this conversation with her, to elaborate on my
meanings. I do not want to coerce her into allowing something
more to develop out of fear that I will take away things she enjoys.

At the same time, I cannot continue to indulge her
self-deceptive solutions that allow her to reconcile
her desires with her perception of right and wrong. Neither of
these solutions are fair to her, or to myself. I need her to know
that my love for her is still unconditional and still as strong
as always. But I cannot continue to risk her safety, my safety,
by indulging her when it is obvious that she has reservations
which may someday turn into actual objections, or worse, objections
in retrospect.

After this, she continued to hover near me, being flirtatious and
demanding my attention. At the end of the evening, as we
left, she requested another piggy-back ride, to which I obliged.
She again offered that she was never going to let go, and
asked why we didn't stay the night. The thought was once
again not entirely unpleasant. I disentangled myself from her and
made my exit. I need an opportunity to see her in private
for a length of time that will allow me to discuss our previous
conversation in detail and elaborate on my meaning. After
that, my certain intention is to sever our relationship to the
bare minimum of contact necessary for her to know that I
have not abandoned her. I plan on supporting her, but not indulging
her. I would love to hear the opinions of others who have
experienced similar situations on how to proceed. Remember, my
intention is not to seduce. I'm sure in certain societies
the seducer could be seen later as a benefactor, a hero.
It would take a very strong individual to come to that conclusion
in the society I come from. It is evidently not unheard of, but so
rare I would think that the predisposition to come to that
conclusion would be apparent from the start. That is not the
case, in my situation. I do not want to hurt her and abandon
her, I do not want to push her into more than she can handle,
but I must also consider my own ability to tolerate this
situation as well. I cannot torture myself for her well being.
I've already been through that to some extent, with my previously
mentioned niece, and in retrospect, I do not think that the
torture was necessary, or that beneficial to her, in the
long run. The choices are almost as miserable and disheartening as
those available in a typical election year.

Finally, other than fleeting glimpses, the twins have not
been very active and I have made no further contact with either of
them. Although it is probably just as well this way, it is
also somewhat depressing, when taken as a whole. I would love to
know what the nudging, whispering, waving thing was all
about. I am certain that one of them has a crush on me and the
other was teasing her.

'Humbert II - A New One'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Easy Rider' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

First of all, thank you Humbert (the new one) for your wise
comments. It seems as if you are going through something
quite similar to this. How old is the girl you wrote of?

Vacation pt. 3.

The thing of it is, I'm no longer satisfied to go from one
girl to another, to spend my time seeking out short
relationships with no point to them. This girl is the one
I want to attain. To have her grow up and go from being
my girlfriend to my lover is, in my opinion, the ultimate
goal. I know she will always be a little girl to me even
when she is older, and the truth is, she is getting more
beautiful each year. A few years from now she will probably
lose the baby fat around her tummy and grow taller and
probably thinner. She will, I think, become irresistable
to me, and I can only hope, attainable, which is something
she now is not due to age and circumstance. In any case
there is something beyond the physical here, something
intangible which attracts me to her and has since she was
very little which has nothing to do with her looks or even her age.

When we are together, I am home. We have a long history
here, and our attraction to each other is based on more
than casual aquaintanceship.

To tell the truth, I am petrified of a future in which
she becomes indifferent to me or draws away to experiment
with boys her own age. M already reports to me that the
boys in school are starting to swarm about her. She's
only a little girl, M says, she doesn't know what is
going on. Well, perhaps she does, but is not yet ready
to respond. It is only a matter of time until she does
respond. It is probably also only a matter of time until
she decides I was a silly fantasy, and assigns me to the
rubbish heap of memory.

Its strange how you can go down a path which you are
almost certain will eventually lead you to a place
where you will be deeply wounded, yet you go down
the path anyway because you have hope. Hope is
what dies last.

The night before we left the camp all of us went out
for pizza. I was kidding with her in the restaurant
and told the girl behind the counter (holding Jade
in my arms from behind) that "my wife " wanted such
and such a meal. "I'm not your wife, " she blurted out.

Only last year she had still talked of marrying me.
Well, maybe this was a concession to her mother who
was standing right there. I suppose she has to play
it a certain way in front of mom no matter what. Who
knows. Such talk however, has been going on for a
long time and I have played right along, gradually
coming to believe that someday....

Well, those were basically the last words spoken to
me by her on the vacation. The next day she was up
for a couple of hours before I left, saying nothing.
Yes, she was tired, but still, she talked to others.
I was sitting on a bench. She came over and made a
point of sitting on the other side of a cereal box
that was on the bench even though there was plenty
of room next to me. I said I had to leave, got up,
took her face in my hand and kissed her cheek. She
neither responded nor said anything, just sat there.
After saying good bye to the rest of them, I went
back to her and "wrote" something on her hand with
my finger. This got a quick smile, but nothing else.
As I drove away, the family stood there waving, and
in the background sat Jade; still, quiet, expressionless.

I am in limbo and don't really know how to handle
our relationship anymore. It used to be pretty
simple. I suppose it will only become more complex
as she gets older.

'Easy Rider'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello Everyone,

I haven't posted for awhile, I guess maybe I've been
a little lazy.

I have had a wonderful summer - at least on my days off
from work. I have spent my summer with my two of my
beautiful young girl cousins. "Mindy" and "Tammy" both
of which I have a crush on. Mindy though I am madly in
love with. I took them swimming and rollerblading on my
days off. I suspect Mindy has a crush on me, but I'm
not too interested in assigning labels to our
relationship, at least not yet. For now I'm just
enjoying the relationship wherever it may lead. Mindy
is very affectionate and loves hanging on me and
snuggling with me. There is so much more I want to
tell about us, but I haven't my journal on hand and my
memories are all unorganized. I will share them though
as I find time to do so. I am a little depressed today
as Mindy and Tammy have returned to school beginning
today.

There has been a debate among a few members lately
about where gl originates, ie "nuture verses nature".
I believe the most recent studies have suggested that
personality tends to be a 50/50 mix of both genes and
environment. For myself I know of no pedophilia in my
family, but I know of no event or trauma that would
have any such impact upon my personality formation. I
view my gl as a lifestyle that I choose to persue. My
attraction to lg I didn't consciously chose, but I
chose to live as gl even if it isn't fully open. I
denied for years that I had an attraction to lg's, but
as I look back now I can see the signs as far back as
I can remember. I gradually came to accept the truth
of my feelings. I came to a point in my life where I
had to chose whether to continue to repress and deny my
feelings or accept and embrace them, I chose the latter,
obviously. Make no mistake though I chose it, I could
have continued in my pattern of repression. I know now
that I will one day have to be fully open about my
attractions to my friends and family. I suspect some
may have suspicions already, but that day has not come
yet for me to be fully open.

Well I don't want to write anymore today. Good bye.

'Rasputin's Dog'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Flickorna' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'O' wrote:
>I am 'O', I am a female ( just to introduce myself) and I am a lgl.
>I am also ( as 'Marteen E.' put it) a todd. lover!
>
>'MaartenE', I too have an erotic attraction to toddlers.

It's great to have you here! I love to hear from female peds. I remember you
posting before. I am also a toddler lover. They are hot, aren't they? It's
hard to explain exactly why, but sometimes they just really turn me on!

>It's quite silly me admitting it. I will tell you why. Even if you
>see this and respond then we will feel even more alone then we did
>before. So Close... I wish I could make contact with 'on the outside'.

I think I know what you mean. You want to meet peds outside of this list,
and outside of the Internet. I feel the same way, and I have been lucky. I
have connected with a few peds whom I've met with outside of the Internet
and have made some good friends! I hope you have good luck!

>Does anyone else feel trapped? I mean, even on this newletter. I
>feel so close to all of you, but I feel so separated.

I don't feel especially close to anyone on this newsletter who I don't
somehow know outside of this newsletter. Actually, I used to be a regular
poster, but then it seemed like there wasn't a lot to say anymore, and I was
feeling paranoid. It is a nice place to chat with people, but I can't give
away personal details about myself, and my life here. This forum is too
public, and Ianthe doesn't allow personal and possibly identifying details
to be given here anyway.

>And everyone stop trying to apologize and rationalize your desires.

I agree with that! I am tired of hearing the same old lines from people who
say things like, "I would never hurt a child, I would kill myself before I
would hurt a child," etc. It isn't necessary for us to say these things.
"Children turn me on" does not suggest in any way that you would hurt a
child. So why do you always feel like you have to say that extra, "but I
would never hurt a child." Especially in a forum like this, where people are
supposedly open-minded.

>"Sex is a jungle" and it will always be. I am very sexually attracted
>to kids... ( males and females) and me being a female I love little
>girls especially more! .... I just do!

What are you doing this April 25th!!!!??

Why do you love little girls especially more? I am just curious. I am a man
and I love little girls especially more too.

>'Fruitcake Boy', what do you want to know from a female's perspective?

I want to know about your relationships with girls. Tell me about your past.
Tell me about the experiences that touched you the most. I want to know all
about your loves, and your heartbreaks.

--

Welcome back Ildiko! What have you been doing?

'Flickorna'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Ex Libris'
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Thank you, Humbert #2, for giving me a response. I find I am in agreement
with many of your feelings. Many times lg's can be very controlling and
manipulative. It's a tendency of all children to explore the boundaries of
how far they can push. I have had to put my foot down on a few occasions in
order to avoid becoming an lg's puppet. For example, there's an exquisite
little 9yr old in my apartment complex named Becky. Last week she and I
spent an entire evening together playing, dancing, walking, etc on the
grounds in front of my building. By nature I am a very cautious person about
how I conduct myself with a lg. But fortunately there were several other
adults around, and we were all just kind of hanging out and having a good
ol' time. I had to be very firm on some issues, though. I would under no
circumstances allow her into my apartment. Despite the fact that I trust
myself to behave as a gentleman, once we are beyond observing eyes, any
accusation could be made. I also had to put a stop to certain kinds of
tickling that were starting to get a little too personal. I'm not sure
whether it was inadvertant or not. Once it started getting dark I insisted
on her going home for her own safety. And what would you know, the other
neighbors elected me as the most appropriate one to escort her back to her
building. In their view as one woman put it, because of the constant
protective and loving concern I showed for her, it was obvious that I would
be more willing to protect her with my life if necessary. This particular
woman is just certain there are rapists and muggers hiding in every bush.
Many in our group that evening even thought she was my daughter because of
the way we got along. Now that made me feel good! It's been my dream to be a
father since I was 15. My main point though, is while she and I spent an
absolutely magical evening together, a balance had to be maintained as to
power and influence. Have you ever read "Dream Children" by A. N. Wilson?
I just got through it this week and it fitly demonstrates in the later
chapters how an unbalance of power can be negative in a relationship. I'm
glad you and your niece get along so well. I only wish I had the same rapport
with my family. This last weekend I drove over to the next state (about a
250 mile trip) to visit my father's side of the family. They disowned me
when I was sixteen, just seven years ago, for good reason. But, knowing it
was me, they wouldn't even answer the door. I've completely turned my life
around and wanted to make amends. But oh well; I did my part.

What is really comforting are friends that know about our sexuality and
support us. I have two friends, Dave and Renee who have a 3 1/2 yr old named
Sarah and a 7mo old named Rose. They let me come over any time and
spend time with their family. Sarah likes me to give her massages, but the
other day when she asked me to bathe her, her parents had to say no. All my
time with them is supervised, and we still have a lot of good clean fun.


--

Welcome to the forum, D.A. What's nice about ASGL-L is that you can write
about anything. Just scribble down your thoughts, spill your heart if you
want to, anything. We just want to hear what your thinking and feeling.

   [ But please use a spellchecker and wrap your lines, eh ? :)  And
     don't post mailings as HTML or as Word documents - just plain
     old ascii text written with Notepad is fine. ]

--

It sounds like you are truly an example, Snow Fairy. I only wish I had the
opportunity to help underprivileged children as you do. I've thought about
getting a job at a day care reading to children, or actually going to
school to become a teacher. Anything to have a positive, influential role in
children's lives. It's something we all should strive for if we are to call
ourselves pedophiles.

--

Cindy, I wholeheartedly agree with you about the frustration of not being
able to have any "real world" contact with people on this list. I am in
contact with one person and we talk on the phone now and then. But we met
outside of the list and just happened to find out that we both post on it.

I had the same feelings in late grade school that you mentioned as well.
By the time I was in Jr High I was infatuated with a friend's little
sister, about 6yrs old. By the time I was 16 and she 8, I would spy
on her in the bath tub while my friend was in his room watching a
basketball game, completly oblivious to the fact that I'd be gone a
half hour getting something to drink. I would even sneak into her
bedroom, steal a pair of her used underwear, and use the smell to
masturbate by.

I know Ianthe probably doesn't want this turning into an erotic
forum, but I think we should encourage people to post their favorite
fantasies, even though they may not have been able to act them out.
Just a thought.

Did anyone see the comic "For Better or For Worse" in the Aug 29th
Sunday paper? In it, the mother dresses up her 8yr old in her good
dress and tells her not to mess the dress up. But she wants to play
in the sprinkler in the yard, so she strips down to her panties and
goes out in the yard to play. Pretty cute.

Until next time,

'Ex Astris'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




Soft_&_Gentle writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Good morning to all.

Here is something interesting...

--- Quote ----

 You will receive the proprietary IDchip TM software and computer mouse which
 interfaces directly with the electronic implant in your palm thus
 establishing a fool proof electronic ID system for e-commerce over the
 Internet and in stores (the latter feature has yet to be fully implemented).

---- End Quote ---

Humm!!!!  Not fully implemented.... Yep, the pedo registration is not
integrated yet.

The complete info can be viewed at....  http://www.idchip.com/s1/idchip.htm

Big brother is watching.  ;-}

  [ I suspect the insurance companies would be wary of that in
    ambulance-chasing Amerika - you can just imagine some $'sss
    class-action of users alleging that their implants had caused
    some kind of 'allergy' or the like :( ]

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>Good to see you again Soft & Gentle. I was wondering where you have been
>hiding.

Hey! Hey! ... Hiding, I guess.

No, I actually had a bout of depression, got busy with work and with the
pool re-opening having fun at the pool.

And mostly made a new ltl girl friend.

First some stuff to refresh your hold gray matter. You remember that I am
most and fore most nuts about undies, and I love pre-teen in diapers. Other
interests are ltlboy and diapers lovers (Aby, Tby, DL).

You remember Liz, she likes diapers and you might consider her as a teenbaby
(tby). She likes wearing and peeing in diapers, she also like playing like a
toddler, but foremost she likes the attention and caring she receive when I
bathe her or change her nappy.

Liz interest started about four years ago (I believe this has been discussed
before). Although I warn her of possibility of becoming incontinent, she now
has frequent involuntary accident (1-3/wks). For this she wears goodnites at
home or when she travel. This has prevented her to do sleep over, until last
June.

With Liz, we got in touch with a group of Tby and I have permitted her to
express her feelings about being scared of her friends finding out about her
wetting. So she risks it and 'went for it'.

This sleep-over took a turn around that was quite un-expected. Remember that
way back I used to have girls 'play baby' so they would not feel shame of me
seeing them naked. Although this has not happen for many years, this...

Well, ...

Here is an extract of a "story like" that the girls had me writing for the
group, you can fill the blank I supposed.

The actual "Storylike" has a GL twist that was not included in the group
distribution.


---- Start of extract ---

I finish eating first and as usual I am enjoying my coffee while the kids
are finishing eating. Out of the corner of my eye I see Liz nudge on Nann
arm, making face toward me. I see the action, but play the game and ignore
what they are up to. Then suddenly Nann pop the question,

"can I sleepover too?"

My jaw drop and I choke over the last sip of coffee, causing the girl to
giggle. I inquisitively look at Liz to try to understand what is going and
when no answer was being offered, I reply with ...

"I don't think it would be a good idea."

"Why not?" inquired Liz

Don't you hate when little girl used these rebottle. Why not ... what could
I answer without asking her, what will her friend think when I will be
diapering her for the night.

"Why, well ... it would complicate things up for bed time".

"She knows I wear diaper at night"

"But there is more then just you wearing diaper, we have to make other
arrangement".

At this point, I am more worrying about covering the fact that, I too is
going to need to be diapered. Plus when Liz visit, she sleep in the baby
room where all the diapering supplies are. Plus, I love passing the evening
and morning in my nappy. Liz must have read my mind.

"It's okay, she think it's cool that you wear and wet diaper even if your an
adult."

"You may both think it is okay, you might even like wearing diaper and baby
cloth in front of your friend, but have you stop and wondered what me or my
mom would think. Or what will Nann mom say's when she find out?"

Both girl are looking at me with all these question and objection I had
raised.

Nann finally brake the long silence. "It would be cool to wear real diaper
and ruffled pants."

"I don't think your mom will agree."

"But I don't want her to know" replies Nann.

"Liz, I am not sure Mom will want to diaper her, as normally the task of
getting you ready for bed after your bath, belong to me."

"That's okay you could diaper her to."

"I don't think she would want me to see her naked."

"But you see me naked."

"It is not the same."

"I won't mind" came from a small soft voice that was being left out of the
conversation.

---- Ends of extract -----


Hey! Hey!  Who was it that said, a thing comes often from un-expected
situations.

That reminds me of my favorite quote "Les meilleures chose viennent dans les
petit pots", loosely translated to "The best things comes in little jar".
Which I quoted to a shrink before, when she told me that little girl have no
smell or taste when you have oral sex with them. For having done it many
times, I know she never licked little jar opening.

Back to my business.

I don't think Ianthe would let me post the complete week-end story (even in
short sequence) as like I said, it is written in story form and it is not
custom to allow such things being posted.

Both girls have regular sleep over, and I have developed a good relation
with the girls, in all aspect of the life. The girls like to talk and Nann
has been asking a lot of question that a 10 year old should know and all she
really got before were distorted facts that her parent did not want to
reveal to her.

Going to the pool and playing with them got me to meat other little girl.
One that could have turns interesting if I would have been living alone.
Let's call her Mel. She is short 12 year old, shoulder length black hair
with half lime size breast (best size ever), with a mind of her own.  She
has been dragging the life guard (20). He has been pushing her advanced
saying that this cannot be. Although not forcefully.  He believe it is a
pre-teen crush only. Having spoken to Mel and asked her why, she told me ...
"Boy my age are dumb they only think of computer game and sports". Last time
we spoke I have managed to get her to tell me ... "have you seen how he kiss
is girlfriend." Shocks an opener like this and no place for privacy. And now
the pool his close. I'm going to have to start to go to the inside pool.

Gee!!!  I keep deviating from the topic of Nann.

What can I say, Nann & Liz aren't in my favorite age group, but gee I am
having fun. Have you ever passed an afternoon at the mall with two pre-teens
full of energy. At my age I need two days to recuperate, but they have
something else in mind for the Sunday. It is five sleepovers and a few
afternoons and she is getting quite trusty and open with her thought and
questions. I think the fact that these were addressed with Liz, that she is
for something in the fast education that Nann is requesting.

And no sexual contact has been introduced. Just plain big brother fun.

You take care my friend. S&G.

--

'Giggle Maker'  wrote
>So there you have it: I'm hopelessly in love with a 3 year old.  So do you
>all think I'm just a little too weird, even for this list?  Will I be cast
>out by the outcasts?

ROTFL... let me see... Go away !!!!

I had to stop, and since English is my second language, I deducted this was
that sarcastic form of humor that I never catch.

--

'Humbert II.' wrote:
>>Consenting participation and non-usage of
>>force, and respect of the other feelings
>>was one thing I learn young and
>>I continue later in life. She had taught
>>me to .... to pay attention to the other
>>one movements and needs.
>
>I think you hit on several things here. First off, many Europeans have a
>comparatively gloriously open-minded attitude toward sexual situations that
>comes across as a true passion for lovemaking. As an American, I envy you
>this. Your honesty
>about boy-boy and boy-man exploration is so refreshing. I am not inclined
>this way at all, but
>in America, any exploration of this nature must be buried in the deepest
>recesses of a persons psyche, so homophobic are we as a culture.

True that lot's of European country have a more open minded view of
consenting relation and tends to give more credit to their offspring to make
a decision on what is bad or good. It was in Germany (a few years back) that
I started dating early-teens and having quite a sound life. The girls still
young at heart and starting to their adulthood had to trust themselves and
you second to be able to catch something of the relation. Although the club
and AOC was 15 many of them with the parent consent had false ID that let
them attend such place as dance bar.

When I got back into my own country, I was hanging with some teens, in that
group a 14 year old was dating a mature men and all found it fair, as they
loved each others. In the Drama group where I attended one of the teen was
dating one of the girl and often used the guest room and stayed during the
week-end. The boy parents did not view out of marriage relation in a good
eye. They were aware that I envy the man with his relation with the teen.
The girl knew of thirteen-year-old girls that envy the girl and spoke to me
if I would be interested. Of course I played the AOC fear card, and they
assure that it would be no problem.

The girl joined the drama club and got a role in a play that I was
directing. This gives us (outside the group and our mutual friend) some
common ground. I was in luck her parent of Dutch background were like you
mention open minded and aware of the time we spend together. I don't think
her mother knew (or she never told), but her father told me once when she
was going to sleep over with her friend ... "Please, take protection, I
would not want my girl to miss school because she would be awaiting."  It
took me a while, but I understood that he was refering to pregnancy.

I went many times at their house for supper since it was on the way to the
theatre and I went to dances with her. None of the teen never said anything,
most did kind of support and cover when the organiser would ask question,
by referring to me has their big brother and chaperon Plus in public we
behaved.  If it was not the fact that she started to be possessive at 15,
and her questioning my time schedule, we probably would have stayed together
longer, but I didn't need a second wife.

>Also, your passion for lovemaking is evident in
>your writing and shines through even though it is obvious that English is
>not your native language.
>Many native English speakers could not so accurately convey emotion, desire
>and conviction.

Thanks for the compliment. I am often lost in my passions and rude with
adult and my thought or meanings get distorted. It is funny how with a child
I can be patient and understanding, but as age progress I find little time
to devote to them. I always will be direct and honest and my lack of the
knowledge of the prose leaves me at the mercy of what will be the
interpretation. With my little friends they know to ask when they don't
quite follow me, which grown up don't do. I believe we lack the
understanding or we stick too much to or belief, maybe because we don't want
to loose what we have a devotion for. After all we live in a fragile
environment and so many thing can disturb our make believe world. Yes, our
make-up world, because if it would be real would we need to keep our
devotion secret.

Your talking about lovemaking and passion, permit me to quote Snow Fairy....
"The sexual part of our loving was always mutual thing... a beautiful dance,
soft touches, orgasms".

After all look at the relation we have with a little one, it is a dance of
two passions for each others consecrating time to answer the needs of the
other ones.

None of the two is a one way path, as if it would be the other would leave.
Soft touches of the voice and the heart, which establish the trust that,
would permit the physical touches.

Orgasm.. Yes orgasm especially when no sexual contact occurs, are the most
common's. Have you ever done something or watch them play and felt on the
seventh cloud. Me I do, each time one snuggles to me or they come to show me
what they accomplish. Or when they trust you with the most intimate
knowledge. Had such an orgasm when Liz announced me she was having her first
pubic hair. If I remember well that knowledge was mine a week before her
mother knew.

>And finally, I believe that paying attention to a partner is essential.
>Learning their visual
>cues and how to enjoy the act of giving them
>pleasure is something lost on most American men.

I have found if you pay attention to their needs they will notice that and
they will start paying attention to yours. I remember Melissa one day
suggesting to me if I did that for her she would do this in returns.
Something she did not particulary like. So they learn the value of trade and
compromise.

The main trouble is that we are so busy with ourselves that we miss the
cues, and gosh do LG leaves many often being raise that it is impolite to
ask. So they learn to gives hint that they like this or that. This becomes
even more troublesome when you introduce sensual contacts. What does she
like, when does she feels uncomfortable.

>I think this plays some role in my orientation. I would be content just
>satisfying a LG. This alone, with no direct satisfaction of my needs, would
>satiate my desire.

Don't try a fast one on me... no direct satisfactions. Look again and I
could tell you half dozen of needs that are met just by being a close friend
to a LG.

>Teaching her how to feel freedom with herself would be the epitome of the
>human experience.
<snip>
>And I think these people often grow up to be frustrated, inept, awkward
>love-makers, which is tragic.

This is something you never really sure off, all you have to measure is the
time a relation last, or if she stays friend with you after the intimate
relation stops.

Nann has been asking some pretty deep question about sexuality, covering the
'making of babies' to masturbation. She gets a blunt explanation and leaves.

Later she returns with more questions and often requires detail explanations
with sketches and oral description. Maybe here I should define blunt. To me
it means the simple truth. Like are the bees and cabbage patch are the
answer to where babies comes from? Nope, the truth is when two people like
each other they get together, have sexual intercourse (lovemaking). In the
process the men exchange semen and fecund the women eggs, thus creating a
baby that will grow inside the uterus. Well she was satisfied with the
answer, until next day, when she asked about the uterus and why the baby
doesn't fall out when the woman pees.

Now would not the parent, should answer these questions. I guess she trusts
me enough to ask me and that is my reward. That is my epitome or the only
reward I would get.

There is one thing though. I met Melissa's mother (one of the 3 girls I did
time in jail for) about five months ago. I guess that meeting was one of the
reason why I got depressed and angry. It seems that Melissa never forgive
her mother for forcing her to speak with the police and get me in trouble.
And to have her see shrinks to 'remove those crazy ideas' I have educated her
into. She was putting all the trouble she had with her daughter on my
shoulder, I had perverted her daughter and set her against her mother.
Gee!! when Melissa was coming to my house because her mother was drunk and
beating her, I always told Melissa, to pardon her mom has when she was like
that she didn't really knew what she was doing. When I asked her how she was
she said she left the house when she got to be 15 year old and it was my
fault. Last time I saw Melissa she was nine.

I have thought Melissa that she was judge of what was good or bad, when it
came to her own well being. I guess she never pardon her mother for removing
this from her.

Humbert I am a simple person that believe that little girls knows from way
young what is right or wrong and that we must permit them to make decisions
and live with them. If I can do that, even if she says no to my advance, I
will respect her wishes and be glad that she decided.

As to your comment of not being able to be open, Ianthe gets mad at me for
being to open with information about myself, and yes if someone wants to try
to get me into trouble, they could try. But these days I know the laws and
ride borderline. So far, all I can say is freedom of expression, religion
and sexuality. I kind of say... nothing to stop me, on how to explain to a
little girl how to masturbate, I just can't do it for her.

You have a nice day, S&G

--

For someone that have not written in a while, I ramble a lot.

I would like to wish to all a good day, for my little friends is return to
school time and skirts are for a few weeks and then gone. The dream is a
home up north and one down south. Skirts and bathing suits all year round.

Love to all,

'Soft_&_Gentle'
--------------------------------------------------------------------
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'Spike' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Dalderious,

I can understand your lament over this little girl and her
seemingly fickle about her love (or like) for you. Lg's don't know what they
are feeling when they love someone especially an adult. To say this sets me
up as one of those "protect the innocence of the child" fanatics but it's
true. I had a little girl who turned 8 and when she did... BOOM!  she
completely severed all ties to me. She wouldn't talk to me, she wouldn't go
anywhere or do anything, anymore. It made me perplexed and I worried over it
much, come to find out, she told her brother that she liked me (as a
girlfriend/boyfriend) kind of thing and she was embarrassed everytime she got
in front of her brother with me. Away from her brother she was fine, but
when her brother was around, I couldn't get around her. The problem was
finally resolved when I got her alone and I asked her what was going on, she
said that every time her brother was around she felt embarrassed to show that
she liked me in front her brother. I got her and her brother together at the
same time and then resolved right then and there. Come to find out her
brother couldn't care less if his sister liked me or not. So there you go.
Obviously she expressed her feelings for you to someone in that house,
either her mom or sister. I would bet her mom, thus the calling into the
house, probably her mom admonished her for not making you "uncomfortable" by
hanging all over you. She probably got embarrassed and thus the "bad boy" and
"I hate you" stuff. Well, I know it sounds silly, but of course you are
dealing with a child, and they just don't know how to handle those feelings
that they. It's up to you tell her that you like her, and show her that you
like her. I know, it will be hard, anytime you get her alone get her to talk
to you and open up. It's really hard.

--

Now as far as the "living on an island" thing. I don't know about that.
Sometimes, I think it would be best, but sometimes I wish I was on an
Island. If the "fanatics" ever found out about us being on an island, they
wouldn't hesitate to get a bomb somewhere, and drop it on us. I would not
put it past them!!!

--

On to other things, I was watching the "Brady Bunch" the other day and I got
turned on by the "youngest one in curls" I don't know if anyone else has
ever watched this show, I know some are not from the States, so I will
briefly describe what the show is all about, basically the show is about a
single mother, Carol, that has three girls, Marcia (13), Jan (9-10), and
Cindy (4-5) that meets a guy, Mike, who has three boys, Greg (14), Peter
(10-11), Bobby (5-6) both of these people get married and they move into a
house together and the show is all about them, and how they cope being a
large family, and it's all set in the 1970's. In the show, Cindy (as well as
all three girls) wears extremely short skirts. Short enough to where
everytime they move, her underwear shows. I love this! I taped most of the
shows. She gets really awkward looking when gets up in the 9-11 yr range and
she looks kinda odd, probably because of the makeup that she is wearing,
coupled with her body changing. Anyway, she is simply beautiful and she does
an awesome job in her role in the show. I have fell in love with her, even
though the show is over 25 yrs old and she is probably in her 30's now.
Anyway, stars in the eyes always blind me (sigh)

--

Last time I wrote I told everyone that I was living with a 7 yr old girl
which I am. Little update about "Megan". Her mother finally came for a visit
and Megan was upset with for taking off like that and even told her so. Her
mother apologized over and over but to no avail. She looked to me for
support, but I will not give none. I am sorry, SHE'S the one that left, not
the little girl. I was pleased overall with the visit. I was afraid she was
going to ask for the girl back, to live with her. I would hate to fight over
that, but of course, her father would be right there to say absolutely not,
but still...

Meanwhile, we're having lots of fun. I get to give her baths and she's not
shy to be naked in front of me anymore :) in fact, in the mornings I let her
run around naked most of the time. She enjoys it, and so do I. :)  I
"caught" her rubbing herself while we were "The Lion King" one morning. I
kinda casually looked over where she was laying down on the couch, and there
she was rubbing herself through her underwear. I sat there, watching her,
and then she stopped and I looked up to her face and she was staring right
at me. She gave an incredible look of "I didn't do what you think I was
doing". LOL... I busted out laughing and she got up and came over to me and I
picked her up and sat her on my lap. She asked me if I was mad at her I said
"Absolutely not!" and she said "Well, can I do that anytime? It feels really
good" I told her anytime that her father wasn't there she could. She gave me
a big hug and told me thank you. We continued watching the movie and she
continued rubbing herself. Oh! how I wished I could help her... maybe later
on, with some time. <sigh>

Later guys

'Spike'
----------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

'Dalderious' wrote:
>Please, if you can, help my poor aching heart

Your story sounds very much like V... to me. She used to
like being around me when she came to visit my daughter
but when she became older she started playing the same
kinds of games with me. She told me that she knew how I
felt about young girls but it didn't matter to her. Her mother
also has filled her head with strange notions about adult
men. She is now well into puberty and interested in teenage
boys and such. It's funny because once when she was over
here she jokingly propositioned an adult man in our neighborhood
but walked away from it. She used to let me give her rides and
wrestle with me. She would not object when my hands wandered
a bit. Things really went wrong when I scolded her for treating
me so bad. She would talk to me one minute and then deliberately
ignore me the next. It drove me crazy. I know that I was good to her
and she knew that I cared for her very much. Sometimes we have
to accept the fact that they will not respond to us in the way we
would like them to. They are individuals and have the right to be
however they are. I cannot make her change for me. I just want to
find someone to love me too. I am trying not to worry about it and
just let things happen as they will. I cannot see V... anymore. Her
mother has forbidden any contact with my family. My daughter
has to meet her at the mall to see her. I know this may not be very
encouraging to you about your girl but I know that if we keep
showing love we just may get some in return some day.

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Gentle Ben' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Ianthe,

Thank you for the privilege of auditing this forum. Tonight I have learned
the way of many old GLers... and how they continue to live in these times.
Thank you all for the wisdom that comes of, the sum of parts being greater
that the whole.

I too have just been dashed on the very rocks of despair that continued
relapse would have cost me dearly. She told me, just a few days ago that
her birthday was Saturday. She'll be eleven. We were in the car,
returning to school for something or other she had inadvertently left,
and needed for homework. She does homework now, without provocation. I
wanted so much to direct the conversation re: how she no longer needed
to wad up bits of foolscrap to emulate breasts, like she used to.

She used to do a lot of things. She used to shake her "paper chest"
at me. I assured her that all would be well with her in the near
future.

She used to sit at my side while I was playing a computer puzzle,
and kibitz, and move her hand on my thigh... but I never acknowledged
it... until much later in my "private" hell. She used to bribe her
younger brother to pull her pajama bottoms down, while standing in
front of me... and like a little lady she would cover that area,
and turn and run to the bathroom, her little tooshi wiggling as
she ran.

She used to want to jump up on me, into my arms, around my neck,
liking it better and better because I'm older and older, and
would sometimes only get her half-way up, cradling her bottom
in my hand.

And yet, here we were, alone, and no mention of any of those
little acts that drove me so mad for these last five years...
mad enough to obsess in the fantasies, all my fantasies ...

She no longer provokes he control on me, or even tries, because
she is convinced that i am a Rock of purity, Her kisses are so
sweet.

and yet, were it not for the control which must be maintained,
and the pain shared in reading several of the postings, here
today, I would think my pain the only pain in the world; but
for this fantastic forum you Ianthe, and your membership have
fearlessly kept up life would surely be a bear.

Thank you, one and all.

'Gentle Ben'
----------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Pegassus' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all,

Like always, I have good news and bad news.

First, the bad.  I lost one of the greatest opportunities to spend quality
time with my sweet 'Blue', and it was all due to my idiotic wife... I feel
like I'm at the verge of divorce, I don't know how much longer I can really
stand her and her stupid ways.  Just tonight (Labor Day) I found out that
'Blue's' mom had asked her to take care of 'Blue' and her sibling tomorrow
morning until they got back from a trip they made over the weekend.  Her
parents had let them travel to the mountains with some friends during the
weekend and tomorrow these friends have to get back to work, so the kids
were to stay with my wife until their parents can pick them up in the
afternoon.  Of course I have to work early tomorrow, so I can't spend any
time with them.  Our friends called my wife tonight and asked her to pick up
the kids tomorrow morning at their house, but she protested and demanded
that they bring them over tomorrow.  Well, they couldn't, so I overheard
that they would take them to some other family to oversee them until their
parents arrived in the afternoon.  My wife, who I'll call PU, hadn't
mentioned any of these arrangements to me(of course).  Then I came up with
the perfect idea... I would go pick up the kids tonight and they would spend
the night at our house and therefore PU wouldn't have to pick them up
tomorrow.  Simple, right?  So, I called our friends to let them know my
plans.  My woman friend, who I spoke with, didn't see a problem with the
plan as long as the kids would go along with it (she asked them and then
said: "They must really like you 'cause they're really exited to spend the
night at your house").  But then: Oh, no! PU had to complicate things.  She
got all up in arms.  "I'm the one who made arrangements to take care of
them, and reluctantly at that" she snarled.  I said "What's the difference
if they spend the night or get dropped off early in the morning?".  "I don't
want that responsibility" she protested.  What responsibility?! I was going
to take care of them until they went to bed.  She's just f*cking jealous.
She said "I don't want that girl spending the night here!" as if I were to
commit some kind of abominable crime as 'Blue' slept.  How narrow minded and
completely mistrusting this woman can be.  So I had no choice but to call
back and cancel.  I can just imagine the look of disappointment in my
'Blue's' face when she got the news.  I hurts me to the core of my heart!
That just intensifies the abhorrence I feel for PU's attitude.

Unfortunately, she's a 'necessary evil'.  Why?  Because if I weren't married
I would have a lot more difficult time in coming across as being a trustworthy
individual.  Who would trust a 30-something year old bachelor with their
precious 10yo lg?  I just wish I could hypnotize PU or give her a frontal
lobotomy or something.  The best case scenario would be if she would just
understand my inclinations and realize that she really has nothing to fear.

I would never stop loving her even if I'm madly in love with an LG because
it's a different kind of love.  But I guess that's only a dream.  How long
I can stand this, I really don't know.  'Blue' is not the first girl she's
tried to chase away.  She's already ruined many beautiful friendships with her
attitude including adult friends (parents of LGs) who can't stand her sudden
turn offs.  I really don't know how to proceed, I guess I would really like
this marriage to end, but then I think of my family and her family and our
friends and how happy they envision us to be, and how hurt they would be.
So many people to think about, it's exhausting!

Now for the good news.  She loves me!!!  Just a minute with 'Blue' makes up
for all the setbacks of my 'normal' relationship.  She's wonderful, a
brilliant light in my dark tunnel of love.  One of the things that fill me
the most is when she takes the initiative in showing me her love.  Like the
times when I greet her parents at church parking lot and just as we're out
of sight for a split second, she turns and lands me a kiss in the lips.  Or
when we cross paths in public and we haven't seen each other or spoken and
she whispers "I love you!".  Or when we're playing a board game or something
and I write her a note saying "I want to kiss you" and she adds a "TOO!" at
the end of what I wrote and then whispers "But you know that we can't
because...." as she stealthily points at someone that's around.  Although I
complain, I am a happy man for her.  She fills my life with REAL love.
Unconditional, pure, basic, the pure essence of the word LOVE. Without any
undue attachments or false and egotistical expectations.  She's pure!  I
just hope that my constant disappointments (due to my trying to accommodate
PU's wishes) don't dilute or frustrate the love that she feels for me.  I
realize that one day she'll grow up and lose interest in this boring old man
and just see me as another family friend or just another face in church, and
I'm ready to face that.  I just wish I could fully enjoy our present
friendship without the hinderance of a nagging, opinionated and headstrong
WIFE!  I think a scarier novel would have been titled '1999' Big Wife Is
Watching. (One good thing I can say about her though, she sure puts out good
sex).

Anyway, I suspect that 'Blue' will be the subject of future posts, but I
have been wanting to post some of my childhood experiences with the opposite
sex and some of my first pedo experiences (when I didn't even know what
being a pedo was or even cared.  In fact I didn't even realized that society
frowned upon a pedo relationship) very interesting and even educational or
therapeutic for some.

Well, 'til then...

Love for all!

'Pegassus' (I realize it's misspelled)
----------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Candice' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Ianthe

Hello. You have an unusual name (if it truly is your own).

No. I didn't slap [my boyfriend] because of Fresh Petals. I slapped
him because of seeing that Laika kid on his computer screen (even
though he KNOWS I am sensitive about seeing him idolising these
kids) and feeling such an intense sense of hurt that I must have
felt the need to quickly make a transaction. I wanted to make him
hurt like I hurt.

Little girls GROW UP. I couldn't stop the ageing process any better
than anyone else. How does it make a girl (who was little only
a few years ago) feel to see her boyfriend idolising something she
could have given him not that long ago? How does it make a girl who
wishes so hard she could be really little again feel to know her
boyfriend would probably prefer it if she WAS? I can't go back. I
can't change. And, even if I could, I wouldn't. Just to be spiteful.
Why should I? And if he loves me now... he says he does... then why
is little still better? Or would he just love me MORE. Can girl-lovers
really love girls who are almost women? How? If you say you are a
GIRL lover... ?

What if you had a little girl friend (the age of your choice) and
you stayed together for ages. She would start to get older, develop,
be a woman. Would you stay? Or would you go because you've gotten
what YOU wanted?

I'd be interested to have all these questions answered.

'Candice'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Go Pre-teen' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

I saw a man wearing a t-shirt the other day with GO-PRE emblazoned
across it, and I have no idea what that means - but the first thing
that went through my mind was "yeah, go pre-teen!"

I love preteens.

--

'Ex libris' wrote:
>I've thought about getting a job at a day care reading to children,
>or actually going to school to
>become a teacher. Anything to have a positive, influential role in
>children's lives. It's something we all
>should strive for if we are to call ourselves pedophiles.

Since the age of 13, I have been working with younger children, ranging
from 5 year olds to teenagers. My age of preference remains 8-11 year
olds (with the rare exception being just a little bit older or just a
little bit younger) but working with young people of all ages has
turned out to be the most rewarding thing I have done with my life - in
fact, it is my life. I have an excellent rapport with kids, and I am
well known for this.

Most of all, I have had a true effect on so many young people, who
admire me and respect me and remember me as a role model - it is a very
special thing and I cannot see why anyone in their right mind would
choose not to have a job such as mine. But I guess not everyone derives
the same satisfaction from being with children, making them happy, and
inspiring them.

Pedophiles, since they obviously do (or would in theory) derive
satisfaction from doing those things, most certainly would get a lot
out of pursuing a career with children - and so would the children. So
this is why I highly recommend that you just go for it.

A side note is that the lg's who I am most attracted to are not my
students. Some of my students I was attracted to at first, but after
getting to know them and respect them as students, I simply accepted
the fact that as an authority figure and an educator I am doing them a
much greater service than I would as a lover.

That doesn't stop me from being attracted to lg's or having
relationships with them though. When we go on field trips, I will,
while walking with a group of my own lg's, stare and gape at all the
stunningly beautiful other lg's that one often sees in public.

I also love movies, books, etc. that feature adorable lg's, and I love
fantasizing about them. I loved Michele Trachtenberg in "Harriet the
Spy." I have avoided 'kiddie porn' for all the obvious reasons. but
there are a few nice legal site - need I mention 'Jessie TK' ? :)

I have had relationships with lg's here and there, nothing heavy in the
past year or so besides brief flirtations. I am pretty attractive, but
I have no idea how to act with women my age, or any desire to have
romantic relationships with them anyway, so it does not matter much. I
long to be able to have a fully realized, satisfying relationship with
a lg but unfortunately we live in a society which does not allow me
that option... oh well.

I am hoping that if I am "good" enough in this life, I will be rewarded
in the afterlife... if you know what I mean...

Just today I remembered one little vignette which I will share with you
now. (this is one of the lg stories with a sad rather than a happy
ending, so hold on...)

My little next door neighbor, R, was ten and I was seventeen. She was
beautiful, smart and serious, with short light brown hair and just
barely a sprinkling of freckles. Beautiful eyes, sexy as hell.

She came over to hang out with me a lot. But this was after the point
when I had "understood" that my little penchant for girls was totally
taboo and that I should not let anyone know about it. So we would be in
my room, and I would be scared to ever close the door and be perfectly
honest with the girl - who obviously was in love with me. (I was too
blind at the time to understand it, or to think of a way to be with
her.) So there was always this awkward "curtain" between us, which kept
us from being completely honest.

I long for those days, and a chance to approach that situation
differently.

One day when R. was coming over to my house, my mom saw her and said,
"Oh, here comes your girlfriend." That was the end of that. R. had
heard what my mom said, became embarrassed, and never came to visit me
again.

Which brings me to the whole reason I was writing this message (sorry,
I see this is turning out to be one of those long ones): I wanted to
respond to Dalderious, who received a beautiful, heart melting love
letter from a lg named Rebeccah, who later started calling him a "bad
boy," telling him repeatedly that she does not like him, hates him,
sticking out her tongue, etc.

As a child psychology professional and as an experienced GL (despite my
young age - mid-twenties), I can tell you a lot about this kind of
situation and what to do with it.

First of all, I will tell you what to do, and this will sound
difficult. Ignore her altogether. I know how hard it will be, but it is
the only thing that has a chance of working. Don't talk to Rebeccah
beyond the obligatory "hellos," and don't even look at her. (At least
don't look at her when she can tell you are looking at her.) Ignore
Rebeccah, and pay attention to the other kids. Make sure Rebeccah sees
how nice you are and how fun you are, when the other kids are talking
to you. Unless Rebeccah acts extra special sweet, don't even relate to
her.

Rebeccah has stopped desiring your attention. I know that sounds
painful, but she has "burnt out" on you, and she can't deal with you.
Only when she learns that she cannot take your attention and your
affection for granted (and see it as a thorn in her side), will she
start to desire it again.

This will either work or it will not. If it does work, it might take
time. If it does not work, nothing will.

In any case, try not to let it get to you too much - I know it is hard
- because such is the nature of love, it often has its "downsides" and
for GL's treatment like this comes with the territory. She is a child,
and children act that way sometimes. It happens. Don't take it too
personally: one thing I can tell you for sure is that the words of hate
did not come from the heart. She doesn't really hate you and it is
quite possible that she loves you.

I mentioned in my last post a lg (9 yo) who I had a "fling" with. I
have not yet told the whole story, but we had a very close, erotic
relationship. I loved her, and she loved me.

There was a short time after we first fell in love, and she started
treating me the same way. At first I reacted to it like you did, and
clambered to find a solution. I tried to "talk" to her, to "reason"
with her and even to bribe her. Only after a period of "cooling off"
did she realize what she was missing and come back to me. It ended up
being the most serious relationship I ever had with a lg. I am in touch
with her to this day, and she remembers me as her first love. I will
always treasure my memories and moments with her. I loved her, she
inspired me, and she changed my world forever.

One night when we were camping, I slept with my sleeping bag next to
her. I lay next to her, at bedtime, telling her stories and rubbing her
back. Eventually we started kissing - first pecks on the lips, then
touching tongues, and eventually french kissing when she got used to
it. She got into my sleeping bag eventually, and we did quite a bit. It
was amazing, I have never experienced such rapture since then. She
never told anyone (at the time I was 16 and she was nine) and she has
only fond memories of me. (Now she is 16 and I still see her often.)

On the other hand, I find myself crying myself to sleep for a period of
several months, absolutely beating myself up and feeling miserable over
another lg in another situation. She had also rejected me. I now know
that it was not worth it - there are so many "fish" in the sea, and so
many lg's who are attracted to GL's and want to be with us as much as
we want to be with them- it is only a matter of luck. Not every lg is
interested, and this might be the case with Rebeccah. So try my
strategy, but also remember that there is a possibility it might not
succeed.

She did write you a beautiful love note, and this may signify that you
have a good chance. OTOH, lg's grow up quickly (too quickly) and they
change, and that might be what happened in this case.

--

One thing I forgot to say to 'Dalderious':

Ignore Rebeccah ONLY when she is being nasty. When she is being sweet,
pay attention to her, this is what may encourage her to act sweetly
towards you more. But when she is being rude or mean, IGNORE HER.

--

Good luck. And with love and affection for all,

'Go Pre-teen' (formerly known as 'Benot')
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'Dalderious' wrote about his lg acts strange toward him now. It's
obvious what is going on. When the girl has to go in to "talk to her mom"
for a minute then comes out and avoids you, it's clear the mother is
filling her daughters head with a bunch of crap about you.  Rather
then precipitate a conflict with you about her daughter, it is simpler
for her to tell the girl to avoid you because you are inappropriately
friendly with her. Now exactly what terms she uses with her daughter
we don't know, but I think she has filled her daughter's head with
the thought that what you do or how you act is somehow "not right" and
we all know the power that mothers have, don't we? I don't think there
is a damn thing you can do about this except keep your distance
and give this relationship up.

   [ I think it's more likely the girl is jealous of the attention
     he showed to her older sister. ]

--

'Moomin' wrote:
>But I have never forgotten her and hardly a week
>goes by without my thinking fondly of her. I'm married now,
>but I've never told my wife, or any! one about my beautiful
>and tragic memories of Emily. //

I had a similar experience, Moomin. Here it is.

End of a Journey.

When I knew her, she was 11. She was my first pre-pubescent girl love.
I was already an adult and had never realised I loved lgs until I
met her. When our bodies touched as we sat together in the sun, or
I dared rest my hands on her bathing suit over her flat, yet
undeveloped breasts, or our lips met in gentle communion, I would
swell with excitement and I knew something incredible was happening
to me.

I had been consumed by her memory for the better part of two decades.
The last time I saw her back then , I was swimming 25 yards off-shore,
watching for her in a place I knew she frequented, but  I dared come
no closer.

The last time before that, that I had seen her, was the previous
summer.  I stepped out of the car and looked up to the balcony on
which she stood as she innocently pointed me out with excitement
and happiness to the the woman authority figure who then whisked
her back inside never to be seen by me again until the following
summer as I lolled in the water ,having come to the shore expressly
to do just what I was doing: search for her , listen for her, in
the hope I could get one last look, but safely, from a distance.
My stomach churned. I was excited, appalled; I felt almost
brutalized by being able to see her and yet not go back to the
easy, wonderful sweetness we had known with each other..

Our two souls, which had slowly merged in precious friendship,
were ripped apart as she was forced to turn her back on me and
go into the house. The scene turned ugly. I learned that day
and night  and over the next few months what existential
loneliness was, and the depth of scorn and hatred people have
for those who dare love little girls.

A few years after this terrible day she moved to a town a couple
hours away. I sent her a letter in which, I fear, I made a fool
of myself. I had hoped she'd respond. How could she not respond,
given the perfect time we had shared together?  But she did not.
As the weeks went by, and no reply came, I slowly gave in to
loss and sadness.

Nonetheless, I never forgot, and my experience with her was
secured as _the_  karmic event which has defined me ever
since.  I always wondered what became of her, what  she now
looked  like,  how our time together had effected her, and
whether I had had any positive lasting impact on her. I wanted
a last look, at least in pictures, a finality to the story of
US which played in my mind over and over again, year after year.

The thought that I should visit the small town where I knew
she had gone would not go away. I used to look at maps and
wonder what it looked like there, wondered why her family
even moved there, since it was such a small God-forsaken
place anyway.

Finally after 20 years the inevitable happened. I searched
the internet for high schools in her area and found one and
surmised she must have gone there, and therefore would be
in the school yearbook.  I made the journey and finally
found the school. As I walked into the building it was
strange to think that she had trod these very halls, touched
the very bannister I was now touching as I went upstairs.
Did the electricity of her fingers still linger on the wood
under my hand? I liked to think so.

I entered the library and was handed the yearbooks from the
appropriate years.  Her name jumped out at me in the index
at the back.  Oddly, I could at first not find her picture,
but then, there she was, in a group photo. It could only
have been her; the hair is what gave her away. Long and
beautiful, just like it was when she was 11.

Her senior photo surprised me. It was not what I had
expected.  The little funny-face which at 11 had been
so fetching, was now just another unremarkable face,
and one, which in all honesty, I'd not give a second
look to if I saw it on the beach today. The fact that
she'd taken a college course surprised me as well as
the remark about her future plans. She'd turned out ok
despite what seemed to me to be a somewhat chaotic home
life.

The time that has passed since that senior photo was
taken is longer than the time that had passed between
our days together and her senior year.  She probably
looks even more removed from what I knew than I can
imagine.  The letter I  sent her was  no doubt received
a short time after those yearbook pictures were taken.
I wonder how my letter had affected her; how the thought
of me invading her life again (in words at least), had
made her feel. Loved? Impinged upon? Violated? Who can
say... I had to tell her how I had felt, I had to say
it even if it would make me out the fool,  just as I
had to see her face one more time, to know what she
had become, to know she was ok, to know she had prospered.

I had the librarian xerox the pictures out of the book
for me and I keep them in my desk now. Every once in a
while I look at her again. But now, rather than the
agony of loss, I feel a kind of slow, warm dreaminess
steal over me. I am able to smile at her memory.  All
of it was meant to be, and  although the little girl
I knew and loved is gone,  peace has finally filled
up the aching space that was. I don't have to think
about her every day anymore. She has melted gently
into my heart and become a part of me forever.

--

'Humbert II' wrote:
>More recently, I've noticed that one of them seems to have
>taken to walking her dog down our street, often right
>around the times when I am out on the front porch having a
>smoke.

A girl like the one you describe here used to live across the street from
me. I would go out and sit on the porch when I knew she was outside and
this usually got her to come over to talk to me. My parents used to give
me 'a ration of shit' about this. Of _course_ I was trying to attract her
over! Why should I not?  I think the opportunity to meet this
twin that walks the dog is available to you. Take advantage of it, don't
let the opportunity go by. If you do, you will regret it, as we often regret
many things in life we don't have the courage to try.

>one of them actually waved at me, boldly and exaggerated.
>"We see you too, HELLLLO"!  I did not wave back. Neighbors
>might be watching. Good God I wanted to.

You are suffering from a bad case of paranoia, buddy. I mean
jeeze, if we can't even wave to a couple girls because we think some
freaking neighbor is going to see us, what  has the world come to?
It's bad enough we can't have the kind of relationships we want, but  I am
telling you, you can't let your life be run by something as insignificant
as what you think someone will think about some harmless action like
waving at a couple of girls.  You have to get past this kind of self
consciousness.

--

'Braveheart' wrote:
>I was so attracted to Laura, - her soft blonde hair, fair skin,
>freckles, gorgeous, perfect body, and the most gorgeous eyes.

She sounds magnificent.

>that day after lunch, curled up in a blanket during nap time, our bodies
together,
>we kissed, softly and quickly at first, then long and tender French kisses.

I envy you.  I see no particular negative consequences to engaging
in this kind of activity with a willing girl. They know very well
what they want or do not want , and as long as it is clear that
they aren't being forced or tricked, they will have a wonderful memory
of this in years to come. Better to first experience this as a
child with an older, tender, understanding man who truly loves
her then experience it in the future with some horny classmate
who just wants to "get his rocks off."

Too bad about what happened later. It's the classic story:  Some myopic
adult thinks that little girls cannot and should not experience love.
Well, girls should experience what they want to when they want to and
not be confined to the rigid, puritanical expectations of society.

'Easy Rider'
------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Bandersnatch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'J' wrote:
>I am all over the net and probably have
>in excess of 20 e-mail accounts!! On every one of them, my password is
>this angel's name.

Err, bit of a security risk there, 'J'?

--

To 'Daveboy', regarding his idea of a 'Pedo Island':

I know it was only a fantasy of yours, but quite apart from the economics of
the proposal (if we don't farm children , what would we farm?), what pedo
would want to live on an island with no children? It sounds like a
self-imposed version of the 'sex gulags' proposed by UK politicians from
time to time.

I think if you're going to fantasise, you might as well imagine something
actually desirable!

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Humbert II, A New One' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>First of all, thank you Humbert (the new one) for your wise
>comments. It seems as if you are going through something
>quite similar to this. How old is the girl you wrote of?

>I am in limbo and don't really know how to handle
>our relationship anymore. It used to be pretty
>simple. I suppose it will only become more complex
>as she gets older.

Mine is 10, ER... And I can relate to everything you have to say. From the
fear of becoming discarded as an "immature fantasy" to the spiritual nature
of your attraction that transcends the mere physical to your insightfully
comments about how we are unable but to follow a path that we know leads
ultimately to misery and rejection, based on our blind hope that things may
work out.

--

'Ex Libris' wrote:
>Thank you, Humbert #2, for giving me a response. I find I am in
>agreement
>with many of your feelings. Many times lg's can be very controlling and
>manipulative. It's a tendency of all children to explore the boundaries
>of
>how far they can push. I have had to put my foot down on a few
>occasions in
>order to avoid becoming an lg's puppet. For example, there's an
>exquisite
>little 9yr old...

My problem is that I am not comfortable with being an "adult" in *any*
adult/child relationship. I was an independent and strong willed child and
resented adults, (many of whom had far less common sense than I), trying to
tell me what to do. Beyond that, it seems inevitable that parents are not
happy with any guidance given to their children by other adults. You really
can't win with kids. If you are strict, you're liable to get the "You don't
tell MY kid what to do" attitude. If your permissive you'll get the "What
kind of adult are you, letting a kid get away with that". It goes back to
the parental blame game. If I can shift the blame, make my kid and myself
the victim of this "perpetrator", than I am a good parent, and something out
of my control is the reason my child is the way they are, not my failure as
a parent.

When you add a "Nabokovian" element into the picture, it just complicates
"authority" issues even further. How can a relationship be healthy unless
you are both equals in this type of situation? I think this is where the
"normals" come up with their best arguments against our orientation. If
there is not a balance of power in the relationship, then it seems "abusive"
or "coercive". If the relationship is too permissive, the reverse is true. I
try to always offer my honest opinion and guidance, but will not put myself
in an authority role, if possible.

> ...a balance had to be maintained as
>to power and influence. Have you ever read "Dream Children" by A. N.
>Wilson?
>I just got through it this week and it fitly demonstrates in the later
>chapters how an unbalance of power can be negative in a relationship.

I've read the FP review of it, and would like to read it. I agree that there
is some sort of obvious danger in relationship where Lolita has complete and
undeniable control over Humbert. I would go further to say that this is true
of any relationship, regardless of difference in age between the authority
figure and the submissive partner. Perhaps society often places a
disproportionate amount of control in the hands of the Lolita, the young
girl who understands what she wants, what she desires. This kind of girl, it
seems, would also be more likely to understand that by allowing these things
to happen, she gains a certain undeniable control over her Humbert. The more
she "gives in", the tighter her control becomes. Funny that this is what
many anti-pedo groups accuse pedos of doing, that is, using coercion and
threat of exposure to control their "victim".

>...support us. I have two friends, Dave and Renee who have a 3 1/2 yr old
>named
>Sarah and a 7mo old named Rose. They let me come over any time and
>spend time with their family. Sarah likes me to give her massages, but
>the
>other day when she asked me to bathe her, her parents had to say no.
>All my
>time with them is supervised, and we still have a lot of good clean
>fun.

I secretly embrace the hope that I will someday meet folks as enlightened as
some of those I   have heard about here. I'm not going to hold my breath
waiting, though. :) It seems you are very fortunate to have such
understanding friends.

Finally, is there any word of a FP update? The site is still on the Winter
"Net War" issue, last I checked, I'm hoping for an update soon.

'Humbert II, A New One'
------------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Realistically, the new issue should be out sometime in October. ]




'Ian' writes:
--------------------------------------------------

News Brief! Please watch A&E Tuesday night
September 7th at 10PM Pacific USA time! (check
your listings for your area!) They will air an
episode of Investigative Reports called
"Dealing with the pedophiles"!!

If you miss it you can either call their store
at 1-800-423-1212 or visit their online store
at www.A&E.com for like $19.95 to buy their
video of the show. (as well as other shows
they have aired!!) For those with non NTSC,
in case A&E only sells in that format, just take the
video to a video transfer shop in your area to
convert it for you or rent a converter and borrow
a friends vcr to convert it yourself.

   [ According to BoyChat it was mainly devoted to
     "parading the kookiest poster on Boy Chat". ]

On Monday night they aired an episode of Investigative
Reports on child beauty pageants.

Also, they are airing a show each weeknight at 9:00
PM Pacific USA time this week on Child Stars and
on Wednesday is Drew Barrymore!! (look at your local
listing, it should be the show before Investigative Reports,
who "lived the nymphet life" according to Icon magazine
in the article on Lolitas a few months back and
on Friday will be Haley Mills.

So long, I hope this message got out in time,

'Ian'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Common Sense' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I've been a member of this mailing list for a while now but never
posted.  But I've finally decided to come out and introduce myself.  I'm
not really sure if I'm a GL or not.  My attractions seem to fluctuate a
lot.  Sometimes I'm really attracted to LG's, but sometimes I'm really
attracted to girls my own age.  Presently, I have a huge crush on this
girl that's my own age.  If I was as old as most of you, I'd be
considered a pedo probably for liking her because were only 16.
Sometimes I think this is only some kind of adolescent hormone phase or
something.  But sometimes I think that I really and truly am a LG lover
for life.  I only wish I had more contact with LG's so maybe I could
find out for sure.  But I never get to go out anywhere, let alone
somewhere where LG's are roaming around.  On the topic of why we love
LG's, I think that it depends.  I think that it might be caused by
abuse, or maybe just our genetic makeup.  I have reason to believe it
was caused by abuse in my case.  I have maybe 5 memories of my life
before the age of ten and that's it.  Maybe something happened to me
during my childhood that I have somehow blocked out of my memory.  Or
maybe I wasn't abused and I just had an uneventful childhood.  None
the less, I smell a rat.  I know that my dad used to smoke pot in front
of me when I was small but I don't remember anything that would be
considered abusive other than that.  But anyway, the lyrics below are by a
band called Silverchair.  It probably isn't about girl-love, but almost
every word in the song makes me think of the way I feel about the whole
subject and how other people react.  Enjoy.

--

Point of View

Liberate the people that you hate
And cut yourself again
Elevate, then drop back down
And see which ones remain
Remember all that she can say is that she knows she wants it
You'll make it through with another point of veiw again

Accusation
Does yes mean no?
Or have you changed your mind
Kill the nation before it grows
And be one of a kind
Remember all that she can say is that she knows she wants it
You'll make it through with another point of view again

Pretend the world's an ocean, I'm drowning
Pretend that I'm pollution, I'm dying
Pretend the steaks a cowboy and the kiss will kill you

You'll make it through with another point of view again

--

By the way, child pornography disgusts me but I've been looking for
some pornographic stories with LG's.  I don't find anything wrong
with it since it doesn't hurt anybody. But the only thing I've been
able to find is stories with boys.  Does anybody know why there's
virtually no erotic stories agout LG's on the internet?

'Common Sense'
-------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ There are a few, but most of them are written by a guy
     named 'Frank' ;) ]




'Cindy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Dalderious' wrote:
>I know this was a long read, and I apologize. I thank
>you for coming this far. I had to get this off my
>chest, and ask for advice, or any words for that
>matter. I love this girl a lot, and the warmth of her
>love is tremendous. There is only one girl that I love
>more than she, and that is Sarah whom I have spoken
>about before, but that is a different type of love
>anyway, which I am just beginning to understand.

>Please, if you can, help my poor aching heart.

>'Dalderious'

--

It is simple.  The older sister suspects you, and
is telling the younger sister not to get close to you.
If it is not the older sister, it is the mother.
The young ones always do what the family members say.

It has happened to me so many times I cannot count
that high.

I wish other people would STAY OUTA our relationships!!!!!  :"(

--

'Snow Fairy' wrote:
>Once there was a girl named Alicia. She was five years.
>She lived up the mountainside in one of the poorest
>barrios. She was battered a lot, bruised, once they
>broke her arm beating her. Her dress was in tatters
>and her hair tangled in knots.  Alicia used to come down
>the mountainside to my house and ask if she could take a
>shower. I turned the shower on for her, left her a new
>clean dress on the hook and closed the door. I went off
>to read my book while she showered. Her hair was still
>wet when she ran into my room with her new dress on. We
>laid on the bed and kissed for hours. It was that we
>never wanted to stop kissing and rubbing ourselves together.
>Five year olds have orgasms, I'm sure you know. And she
>would come down from the barrio three or four times a
>week. She was hungry a lot. Whenever she came then she
>ate and bathed, dressed in a clean clothing, and we
>kissed and laid together.

I cannot figure out two things.

1. Why would you turn the shower on for her and
walk away?  Why not help her bathe???

2.  Why would you want to roll around with her
when she had a dress on, when you could have
done it when she was nude???

I have thought and thought about this, and
cannot figure it out!

--

Somebody wrote, and Ianthe answered:
>Secondly, there is mention on the ASGL FAQ of PGP-encrypted >ASGL
>mailings.  I would greatly appreciate this as an added security
>measure.  Is this imminent, and if so, what version[s] of PGP
>will be supported?

>  [ It might be supported, it seems possible to encrypt
>    to multiple keys in PGP 6. Anyone else really want
>    this ?  ROT-13 would be easier for me but obviously not
>    as secure for you. ]

My answer:  no, it is fine just the way it has been for years!

'Cindy'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

After a *long* absence, I'm back.  I apologize for my long silence, but
work and work related travel have taken up most of my time.  I've tried
to keep up as best I can with the list, but have not been able, until
now, to contribute again.  Thankfully, I now have a job that does not
require me to travel constantly.

(Un?)Fortunately, it's also the beginning of the school year here, which
means that I get a most pleasant view on my commute to work... it also
means the end of those delightful summer sun-dresses. *sigh*

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>'Giggle Maker' took pen in hand and included the following
>comment in a very interesting post...
>
>> Perhaps I'm dumb, but I just don't understand why pleasure
>>is bad.
>
>It's because 'Sexual Pleasure' at an early age would SCAR our
>children for life... WHY??.... Because *WE SAY SO*... that's
>why!!! It's the way we 'program' our children...

<snip>

>The interesting point here is... How did this all start?

It started in the same place that the roots of our judaeo-christian
civilization started.  The things that our culture mandates that we
teach our children about their bodies and their sexuality stems
directly from the Bible, and it's teaching that one must cover one's
"shame".

Take a look at cultures that aren't bible-based.  Most of them have
absolutely no taboo on nudity, many even highlight and glorify the
genitalia (many African and South American tribes wear penis sheaths,
for example, who's sole purpose is to draw attention to the penis).

Most non-judaeo-christian societies have a much more open approach
to sexuality, as well.  The Masai culture actually *encourages* it's
warrior-aged men (15 - 25/30) to have sex with pre-pubescent girls,
until they are selected as Elders (usually well after age 25), when
they are expected to put down their weapons and use their minds, and
choose a mature woman with whom to establish a family.  While many
cultures teach and preach that one should control one's sexual urges
(a wise teaching in any case), only the Bible-based cultures teach
that sex is something wicked, and that the breasts and genitalia are
"dirty" or "evil".

Oddly enough, in direct contradiction to this attitude, Christianity
teaches that all things that God created are good.

My question, then, is this:  If God created us, complete with sexual
organs and sex drive, and all things that God created are good, then
why is sex wicked and the sex organs "dirty"?

Here we have a prime example of one of the most fascinating principles
in cultural anthropology (I don't know the technical name for it,
though ... can anybody help me out there?): The difference between the
way a culture *really* acts, and the way that it *percieves* that it
acts.

Should we not rather be teaching our children to respect and cherish,
rather than fear and loath, their bodies and sexuality?

>I have thought that maybe if around a thousand or so of us got together
>and each of us chipped in around 50,000 UKP ( $75,000 US )
>then it might be possible to buy one of those islands off the coast of
>wherever it is (?), and set ourselves up, what the logistics of doing
>something like that are, I really have no idea... no doubt someone will
>'shoot me down in flames... '... but I still feel that with 50,000000 UKP
>we ought to be able to do something.

While that *is* a tempting thought, it also presents a prime target
for an "accidental" nuclear explosion ... "oops, we didn't *mean* to
drop that bomb on all those perverts ... Sunspots must have screwed
up our targeting system temporarily" ...

>  [ We could build our own internet, which might be more useful :) ]

The next best thing may be Freedom, a product of a Canadian company
called Zero Knowledge Systems ... check out www.zeroknowledge.com

>Although I appreciate this List, I too find it very frustrating, not
>being able to have a 'live' debate where comments and ideas can go back
>and forth in 'real time'.

That's not likely to change until society at large realizes and
understands it's own hypocrisy towards sexuality in general, and
paedophilia in particular.

Do you honestly think that the paedophilia "problem" has got worse
over the last 30 - 40 years?  Are there *really* that many more pedos
now than there were then?  I don't think so ...

No, I would assert that it wasn't a "problem" back then, because the
self important power hungry bigots were too busy chasing down all
those dangerous communists at the time.  After that it was the Russians.

Now the cold war is over, communism is socially acceptable, and the
government needed a new scapegoat to focus everyone's attention away
from their own malfeasances and failures (can you say Clinton and
Lewinsky, the oh-so-successful "War on Drugs", COPA, the rash of
school killings, and the list goes on ...).

We are that scapegoat.  The fundamentalist Christians are easily
satisfied that we're evil, their holy book says so.  Those who would
have no opinion either way are driven to a herd mentality easily
enough, seeing that both Church *and* State point at us as the root
of all evil in the world (even though their holy book clearly states
that "the love of money is the root of all evil").

No, we're the perfect scapegoat.  They can blame everything on us,
especially that which they don't want to take responsibility for
themselves.  Parents don't want to put forth the effort to learn
about the internet and what their kids are doing and learning on it,
so they rant and rave about pedophiles on the internet and try to
get all kinds of laws passed to take care of the problem.  Some
psyhco kids shoot up a school, but it's not the parent's fault for
not keeping track of their kids, *no*, it's the fault of the movies.
Easy access to pornography will obviously turn our children into
sexual deviants. (And this from the generation who made it a bragging
point to have stolen a copy of dad's Playboy and brought it to
school to show all their friends ...)

Gimme a break.

--

At any rate, I need to come to a close now, work beckons.

Be well,

'Tr'Pakh'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------
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USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

September 1st 1999

_Sex offenders halt Web identification_

PORTLAND, Ore. -- State police Tuesday delayed the
launch of a Web site identifying sex offenders living in
Oregon after several ex-offenders filed lawsuits seeking
to keep their names, addresses and photos off the Internet.

The Web site, due to go online today, is on hold until a
judge rules in the case, probably by mid-September, said
Lt. Bob Sundstrom, who oversees the state's
violent-offender program.

 Attorneys representing at least 10 ex-offenders asked a
judge to block the site, calling it a violation of their
rights and an invasion of privacy. The site is intended
to notify neighbors of possible 'predators'.

Lawyers faulted the Oregon Web site for not distinguishing
between newly convicted violent recidivist offenders and
people who wrapped up their cases years ago for such minor
misdemeanors as indecent exposure.

The names and photos of nearly all 9,000 offenders would
be kept online until the day they die.

--------------------------------------------------------------------
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8th September 1999

_Social workers rapped for spreading slurs_

The local government Ombudsman has ruled that Lincolnshire
social services department was wrong to tell another department
of the council that it had "considerable concern" about the
employment of a driver.

The case involved a man employed by the county council's then
transport group, driving adults and children with learning
disabilities to and from a day centre.

A social worker reported that, 18 months previously, the
adult daughter of the man's partner had made accusations
that he had indecently assaulted her.  Although there was
no evidence to support the allegation, his partner's younger
daughter had been placed on the "at risk" register.  The
man was immediately suspended from his job.

Six weeks later, a senior social services manager decided
it was safe for the man to resume his job.  However, the man
felt compelled to resign after six days, as the suspension
had adversely affected his working relationship with his
colleagues.

The Ombudsman, Patricia Thomas, found the council guilty
of maladministration, and recommended that compensation
be paid.

-----------------------------------------------------------------



UK snippets:
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_ The Observer_ a national centre-Left Sunday paper,
front page lead story:

_BLAIR'S MORAL CRUSADE_

 Tony Blair wants to create 'a new moral purpose' in
Britain, and has called for the imposition of nationwide
curfews to keep children at home at night.

--

 JACK STRAW last night took up Tony Blair's call for a
national moral crusade by demanding councils use their
powers to impose blanket curfews for children.

 The Home Secretary said he would be sending a "sharp
reminder" to all councils that they should be using
anti-social behaviour orders.

 He is furious that only five such orders have been issued
in England and Wales and no child curfews have been put in
place.

 The Prime Minister's call for a moral crusade to tackle
such social problems as teenage pregnancies and delinquency
was made in a Sunday newspaper. Highlighting the recent
cases of two under-age mothers, Mr Blair said: "12-year-old
kids should not be on the street at night."  He said he
wanted to see police and local authorities to impose
curfews on children.

  [ Ianthe notes: That's right - get 'em off the streets and
    into their... er... bedrooms - which is of course where
    underaged sex _never_ happens :) ]

--

_SEX ABUSE LESSONS FOR SIX-YEAR-OLDS_

Children as young as six are to be taught in school about
sex abuse. Teachers will explain which parts of the body
are "private" and should not be touched.

The lessons will begin in more than 200 schools in the New
Year, using teaching materials produced by the NSPCC.

The scheme has been blasted by campaigners as "almost
a form of child abuse" in itself.

--

_Boys aged 12 and 13 go on sex register_

THE names of two boys aged 13 and of a 12-year-old were
placed on the sexual offenders' register yesterday after
admitting indecently assaulting a girl of 11.

Caernarfon Crown Court was told that the children had
taken part in consenting sexual experimentation. An
18 months' supervision order was also imposed.

--

_Young men face crackdown on under-age sex_

      THE law on under-age sex is to be tightened to make
it more difficult for young men to escape conviction by
claiming that they did not know how old the girl was.

At present the law against sex involving 13 to 16-year-
olds is seen as lax. The maximum sentence is only two
years and a man can also escape conviction if he convinces
a court that he believed the girl to be "his wife".

In addition, a man under the age of 24 can defend himself
on the grounds that he had reasonable cause to believe
that the girl was over the age of consent.

Reform is expected to be recommended by a working group
set up by Jack Straw, the Home Secretary.

Children's charities are worried that sexual relationships
involving a man up to 10 years older than an under-age
girl are not being prosecuted because the under-24 defence
is accepted by the courts.

--

_Daily Mail_ headline:

Men accused of sex crimes could be forced to prove
their innocence under controversial changes to the
law being considered by ministers.

-----------------------------------------------------------------
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_MIND DRUGS PLAN FOR UK CHILDREN_

A CONTROVERSIAL treatment, involving the prescription
of powerful mind-altering drugs to children, could be
introduced in Britain.

Doctors are planning to seek approval for trials of
anti-psychotic drugs in teenagers.

Prescribing powerful drugs to children who are not
suffering from schizophrenia, and who may have been
misdiagnosed or may never develop it, will raise acute
ethical concerns. Trials in the United States,
Australia and Switzerland have already been criticised
for causing overdiagnosis of the condition.

At the Yale Psychiatric Institute in New Haven,
Connecticut, 19 young people are being treated with
olanzapine, an anti-psychotic drug, or a placebo, plus
conventional psychotherapy, on the basis of what are
called "prodromal" symptoms which may, or may not, be
a warning sign of schizophrenia.

"Prodomal" symptoms are said to include peculiar
behaviour, odd speech and perceptions, intermittent
delusions and "magical thinking".

   [ Ianthe notes: That just about describes most
     bright creative teens seeking an alternative
     to a paranoid adult culture, I'd say... ]

Tim Crow, professor of psychiatry at the University of
Oxford, said several groups of researchers in Britain are
keen to run similar trials.

--

_ECT errors_

Half the children who have electric shock treatment for
depression in England and Wales do so against doctors'
guidelines, says a report in the British Journal of
Psychiatry.

-----------------------------------------------------------------
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_'Abused' may be given leave to sue councils_

MORE than 500 adults who claim to have suffered abuse
at the hands of social workers may be given permission
to sue them as a result of a landmark court action.

The decision in favour of five brothers and sisters from
Bedfordshire, who have been suing their local authority for
nearly a decade, will open the way for massive financial
settlements that could create havoc in county councils.

The case, known as X vs Bedfordshire county council, which
ended with immunity for local authorities in the House of
Lords four years ago, was taken to the European Court of
Human Rights in Strasbourg by the official solicitor.

Court sources say an "imminent" ruling may overthrow
the Lords' decision. The Human Rights Act, which comes into
force in Britain next year, will also make it easier to
seek large compensation claims from public agencies.

---------------------------------------------------------------------
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3rd September 1999

_PUBLISHERS CONTINUE PUSH AGAINST CHILD WEB LAW_

A group of publishers and trade associations, including the
Newspaper Association of America, filed a
friend-of-the-court brief Wednesday asking the Third
Circuit Court of Appeals to overturn the Child Online
Protection Act (COPA). These groups say the law infringes
on First Amendment guarantees of free speech as passed by
Congress last fall, COPA would prohibit commercial Web
sites from distributing material that lacks "redeeming
artistic, literary, political, or scientific value" to
those under the age of 17. Opponents fear this language
will allow the most repressive communities in America to
set standards for all of the Internet, a global medium.

After President Clinton signed the bill into law last year,
the American Civil Liberties Union immediately filed a
legal challenge. A federal judge in February agreed with
the ACLU that COPA was unconstitutional. The Justice
Department then repealed the loss, which the appeals court
must now consider.

In 1997, the Supreme Court rejected a similar law on
Constitutional grounds.

Joining the NAA in the amicus brief were the Association
of American Publishers, the Society of Professional
Journalists, and the Magazine Publishers of America.

---------------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
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_Therapist Found Negligent in Lawsuit_

Sept 2nd 1999

WAUSAU, Wis. - A therapist was found negligent on Thursday for
leading a woman to believe she was molested by her father,
that her parents were in a baby-killing cult and that she had
75 personalities. She was awarded $850,000.

"In my view, there is no defence for this kind of therapy. If
that means that this is now a message that this stuff has to
stop, I hope the message is delivered," said William Smoler,
attorney for Joan Hess and her family.

[...]

---------------------------------------------------------------------
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3rd September 1999

_Day sends apology to lawyer over 'child porn' comments_

Alberta Treasurer Stockwell Day has publicly apologized to
a Red Deer lawyer for comments he made arising from a child
pornography case.

The lawyer, Lorne Goddard, has been a trustee with the Red
Deer Public School Board for the past 18 years.
He is suing Day for comments the outspoken cabinet minister
made about Goddard's defence of self-admitted pedophile
Kevin Lorne Valley.

Goddard's statement of claim refers to a letter Day sent to
the editor of the Red Deer Advocate, suggesting Goddard
"actually believes the pedophile had the right to possess
child porn" and would not object to a teacher obtaining
such material.

"Goddard must also believe it is fine for a teacher to
possess child porn," Day wrote in the letter published by
the Advocate in April. "Perhaps even pictures of one of his
own students, as long as he got the photos or video from
somebody else."

Goddard is seeking $600,000 in damages from Day and the
Advocate.

In a letter printed today in the Advocate, Edmonton Journal
and Calgary Herald, Day apologizes for his comments and any
"misunderstandings" arising from them.

Day says he has known Goddard "for a number of years,"
adding that the veteran lawyer and trustee has "always
demonstrated high moral and ethical standards and
continue(s) to do so. I also have no doubt that you are in
a position to fully perform your duties as a school board
trustee and lawyer."

Day also says that his comments in the April letter "were
not intended to address your own personal beliefs . As a
matter of fact, I do not believe that you personally
support the possession of child pornography. I apologize
and regret any misunderstanding of any statements and
comments which could suggest otherwise."

The April letter drew fire from the Alberta Civil Liberties
Association, the Law Society of Alberta and other Red Deer
school trustees.

News stories about it were published in the Advocate,
Edmonton Journal and Calgary Herald.

Then-justice minister Jon Havelock sent a memo to the Tory
caucus cautioning them not to get into a public discussion
over ongoing court cases.

In his statement of claim, Goddard said Day's remarks are
defamatory and have exposed him to "hatred, ridicule, scorn
and contempt and have lowered the esteem in which he is
held by his peers, by the members of the Red Deer community
and by business and personal associates."

He alleges that Day's comments were "understood to mean"
that he personally supports pedophilia, ownership and
possession of child pornography, and "would actively
encourage teachers to take photographs of their own
pupils."

Goddard alleges in his statement of claim that Day's
remarks suggest he is "an immoral man who is not worthy to
practise as a lawyer or to be a public school board
trustee."

Goddard declined to comment on the apology but his lawyer,
Virginia May said it's "better late than never.

"We are glad that Mr. Day has apologized," she said. "We
feel that he should have apologized sooner and this does
not resolve the case. The case will continue because my
client clearly should be compensated for the anguish that
has occurred as a result of Mr. Day's conduct."

Goddard requested the apology because he "wants as much
public acknowledgement of the defamatory comments as was
given to the defamatory comments in the first place in
order to counter their effect upon his reputation," May
said.

Day wrote his April letter after the 35-year-old Valley had
been convicted and was awaiting sentence on two counts of
attempted sexual assault, committing an indecent act and
possession of child pornography.

During the trial, Goddard unsuccessfully challenged the
constitutionality of Canada's law against possessing child
pornography. He relied, in part, on a British Columbia
court decision in which a judge ruled the law violates
personal freedoms.

Valley still has not been sentenced but returns to court
Sept. 7.

---------------------------------------------------------------------
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August 30th 1999

_OPINION_

 'The courts are not keen to trust parents to smack their
 children - but those same courts will feel free to convict
 a child as a sex criminal'

Another evil pervert was placed on the sex offenders
register last week, after being convicted of indecently
assaulting an eight-year-old girl. A month earlier, one
more joined the register after admitting in court to
indecent assaults on three boys aged four, five and sex.
These cases could be seen as further proof that predatory
paedophiles are stalking the nation's children. Except that
the "sexual offenders" convicted were themselves children.
The first of those referred to above was a 10-year-old boy,
the other a 12-year-old girl (11 at the time she molested
the boys).

The notion of child paedophiles seems patently ridiculous.
Yet there is a growing trend for such cases to be brought
to court. And there are likely to be many more, once the
proposed government guidelines for investigating child
abuse come into effect.

These new guidelines state that social workers and other
agency staff should recognise that children are at risk
from their peers, and that they should not "dismiss some
abusive sexual behaviour as 'normal' between young people
and should not develop high thresholds before taking
action".

In Coventry the NSPCC already has something called the
Inappropriate Sexual Behaviour Project, which pledges to
deal with all cases of alleged abuse by children, whether
or not any offence has been proved. In America, from where
many of new Britain's social policies are imported, "peer
abuse" is the biggest growth area for child abuse experts.
If pre-pubescent fumbling is to be equated with serious
sexual offences against children, we truly are looking at
the end of Innocence. For many, playing doctors and nurses
and other dirty games is as much a part of childhood as
swings and PlayStations. Experimenting, making mistakes,
getting into trouble and learning how to behave are all
part of what has usually been called growing up. Children
could be cruel to one another, but it was generally
accepted that they would grow out of it, along with the
short trousers.

Now, however, the accepted wisdom is that what you do or
have done to you in childhood will set a pattern of
behaviour for the rest of your life. Pull down a little
girl's pants at school today, and you are on the road to
serial rape tomorrow. That is the perverse logic behind a
system that will brand 10-year-old boys and 12-year-old
girls for life by putting them on a sex offenders register.
Once the new system of computer checks for job applicants
kicks in, these children's employment prospects are likely
to look about as rosy as their social calendars.

No doubt some children do need to be taught a lesson about
where to draw the line in sex games. What they do not need
is to be dragged through the courts and put on a list of
the living dead along with the likes of Sidney Cooke. In
the case of the 12-year-old girl, the court claimed to have
made the hearing as "child-friendly" as possible, with wigs
removed so she would not be frightened. Yet when it came to
the verdict and sentencing, she was treated more like a
trainee Myra Hindley.

How did this madness come about? It begins with the growth
of mistrust, and the subsequent attempt to redefine
everyday relations between adults in terms of abuse and
harassment.

Before we know it, we are seeing ordinary adult-child
relations as troublesome, too. (This week it was reported
that six-year-olds are to be taught in school that adults
pose a threat of abuse.) Finally, we end up dumping all our
paranoid anxieties about other people on to our children,
accusing them of sexually abusing one another.

The end result of all this could be to destroy childhood as
we know it. After all, if we are going to police children's
lives more strictly, then why stop at a sex offenders
register? Surely infant siblings who steal each other's
toys should be placed on a national list before it is too
late. Boys who fight in the playground and girls who smoke
in the toilets must be prosecuted and registered as the
thugs and addicts of the future.

It seems that the more inclined society becomes to treat
adults as if we were irresponsible children, the more it
tries to treat children like responsible adults. So the
courts are not keen to trust parents to smack their
children; but those same courts will feel free to convict a
child as a sex criminal. Children who don't know any better
will always play games with sex.

Meanwhile, caring professionals enthusiastically follow
government orders to pry more closely into "inappropriate
sexual behaviour" among primary school pupils. It might
seem reasonable to ask: who are the real perverts?

--------------------------------------------------------------




Second part of an editorial (re: a 12 year-old getting pregnant):
--------------------------------------------------------------

[...]

The age of consent has always been a legal fiction - in the
sense that consent can be freely given beneath the age of
16 by anyone old enough to be cognizant of what consenting
to a sexual act means. Until 1885, English Common Law did
not recognise a minimum age for sexual relations, beyond
the stipulations of old Canon Law which allowed a girl to
wed at 12 and a boy at 14 - and that was after it was
amended, by the more progressive Church fathers, from 11
and 13. The separation of consent from physical ability to
procreate was pursued by Victorian campaigners such as
Josephine Butler, who saw the lack of a minimum age for
marriage and childbearing as a major factor in limiting
poorer women's aspirations and education.

Since it was set at 16 in 1929, the age of consent has
always been a rule of thumb for sexual conduct. As an
enforceable law it has always been suspect, and honoured
more in the breach than in the practice. Finding ways to
make girls aware of the consequences of thoughtless sexual
relations is far more important than the age at which they
have sex. It tells you something about our languid progress
on these matters that only recently have local education
authorities had the bright idea of bringing into the
classroom real live single mothers to tell their own
stories of how isolating and frustrating it is to shoulder
the responsibility of raising children before you have
grown up yourself.

The hardest thing to teach vulnerable girls is a sense of
self-worth. After three decades of popular feminism, we
still have not made much of a job of it. There has to be a
way to tell girls like Rotherham's youngest new mother that
there can be more to life than repeating the dreary
patterns that their own teenage mums have set before them.
We cannot call ourselves social reformers, much less worthy
heirs to the feminist pioneers, if we do not pursue that
goal. But we should have the humility to admit that that
the old dogmas have failed.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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September 1999.

_The academic success of girls is being over hyped_

The teenage girls beaming out of today's newspapers in
celebration of another record crop of GCSEs bear witness to
one of the hottest issues in education: the gender gap. An
unnamed Cabinet minister told *The Economist* last year
that the under-achievement of boys was the most serious
issue facing the Government in any area of policy.
Yet a study to be presented to the British Educational
Research Association next week in Brighton__ will challenge
the very notion that girls are continuing to pull ahead of
boys at school.

Researchers at Cardiff University believe that concern has
been based on misreadings of incomplete statistics, and
such change as there has been in the balance of the sexes
over recent years has favoured the boys. Politicians and
teachers are trying to "ameliorate a situation in British
education that may not exist".

At first sight, the argument flies in the face of the
evidence. Not only are most of today's leading performers
girls' schools, but this month's official analysis of the
1998 examinations showed girls increasing their lead over
boys in terms of the proportion achieving five high-grade
passes at GCSE.

The Cardiff study, however, by Stephen Gorard, Jane
Salisbury and Professor Gareth Rees, is based on perhaps
the most detailed set of examination data ever released to
academics. Although confined to Wales, the figures covered
all GCSE and A-level candidates between 1992 and 1997, and
all those taking national curriculum tests in the final two
years of the period. The averages for the Principality did
not differ markedly from those in England.

The researchers concluded that in the core subjects there
were no significant differences in mathematics and science;
only in English. The current disparities, it is claimed,
have changed little since 1992, and seem to have been much
the same for a quarter of a century.

Aggregating the core subjects in relation to the government
"benchmarks" for each age group and taking account of the
larger number of entries by girls at both GCSE and A level,
the Cardiff team calculate that girls are indeed
outstripping boys at most, if not all, ages. But they
report no consistent movement in recent years. The
eight-point gap at GCSE was constant between 1994 and 1997,
while results at A level fluctuated throughout the six
years studied.

However, the researchers argue that calculations of an
achievement gap must take account of actual results: a
ten-point gap where 5 per cent of boys and 15 per cent of
girls were meeting a target would be far more significant
than one where 85 per cent of boys and 95 per cent of girls
did so. Dividing the percentage points difference between
boys and girls passing five high-grade GCSEs by the overall
attainment produces a gender gap that declined considerably
between 1992 and 1997.

The team is less than flattering towards other academics,
politicians and journalists who have hyped the
phenomenon. Some researchers are said to suffer from the
"lack of an arithmetic tradition"; others "appear to 'know'
the results of their investigation before analysis".

A more charitable interpretation would be that the issue is
less clear-cut than has been portrayed, and the gap widens
or narrows according to the measure used.

Professor Alan Smithers, a leading expert in the field,
from Liverpool University, said: "It is good to correct the
poetic licence that has been used in relation to this
issue, but this may have gone too far. Without doubt the
small gap that existed in the final years of O level has
widened. It is English that is responsible, but the
implications should not be under-estimated because it is
the language of thought as well as communication."

---------------------------------------------------------------
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_Baby girls likely after stress in families_

MORE girls than boys are born in times of parental
tragedy, according to a study published today.

If a woman experiences the death or life-threatening
illness of her partner or their children around the time of
becoming pregnant, the chances of her having a boy fall
below half, said the report in the British Medical
Journal.

Danish researchers were inspired to start the study when
they found research showing that more girls were born after
natural disasters, such as the London smog of 1952, the
Brisbane flood of 1965 and the Kobe earthquake in Japan.
They wanted to investigate the effects of more personal
traumas on the sex of babies, so researchers from the
Centre for Research in Health in Copenhagen identified the
families of all Danish women giving birth between 1980 and
1992. Just over 3,000 of the babies were born within 16
months of the mother's children or partner dying or being
admitted to hospital for cancer or a heart attack.
Normally slightly more boys than girls are born, but of
those births the proportion of boys fell to 49 per cent as
opposed to 51.2 per cent in babies of the general
population.

---------------------------------------------------------------
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_Divided roles_

It may be kids who impose stereotyped roles on the
people who care for them, according to a pioneering
study of lesbian adoptive couples.

Claudia Ciano-Boyce and Lynn Shelley-Sireci of Westfield
State College in Massachusetts wanted to know if the
experience of adopting a child differed between homosexual
and heterosexual couples. Massachusetts is one of the few
states where same-sex couples can adopt.

The researchers asked 10 lesbian and 26 heterosexual
couples who had adopted a child to fill out an extensive
20-page questionnaire. On most topics, heterosexual and
homosexual couples responded similarly. But lesbian parents
reported significantly more dissatisfaction with the
division of childcare.

Despite their best efforts to be totally egalitarian, they
said that the child always seemed to insist on one parent
for "primary" needs -- such as comfort, food and tucking in
at bedtime. Meanwhile the child treated the other parent
almost exclusively as a playmate. While heterosexual
parents reported a similar division of roles, with the
mother usually performing primary tasks, they didn't
consider it a problem.

"The child chooses one parent over the other," says
Ciano-Boyce, and the two roles appear to be mutually
exclusive. Since both parents in the lesbian families were
interested in being primary caregivers, and neither was the
biological mother, it's not clear what criteria the child
uses to pick its caregiver, Ciano-Boyce says.

---------------------------------------------------------------



Letter to a UK magazine:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_The great children's home panic is punishing the innocent
as well as the guilty_

9th August 1999

Letters

In my piece on police trawling operations (Special Report, 19
July) I suggested that "the great children's home panic" was
largely created by journalists. Two journalists, Christian Wolmar
and Nick Davies, have written to contest my argument (Letters,
26 July and 2 August).

They are right to insist that many young people have been abused
by care workers. I believe they are dangerously wrong to suggest
that only the guilty are being punished. Wolmar implies that almost
all convicted care workers pleaded guilty. Yet in the North-west
alone at least 15 pleaded not guilty. Most continue to protest their
innocence from their prison cells, unvisited and uninterviewed by
either of the journalists who now proclaim their guilt.

Wolmar writes that "the modus operandi of abusers tends to be
the same", so "fabricated evidence would be quickly exposed". He
appears not to have noticed that some care workers have been
convicted of both homosexual seduction and heterosexual rape.

He suggests that conspiracies are impossible since "victims" are
scattered around the country. He ignores the fact that many
complainants meet in prison and the argument that police officers
themselves may spread allegations through leading questions. He
says that obtaining compensation is "incredibly hard", although he
recently chaired a conference of lawyers who are pursuing
hundreds of compensation claims based on trawled allegations.

Davies objects to my claim that a witch-hunt is in progress and
goes on to profess his faith in expert inquiries, police officers and
social workers. He appears not to understand that faith in
officialdom was the foundation on which most historical
witch-hunts rested. He pretends that trawling operations are just
another example of "intelligence-led policing". And, even though
there is clear evidence that some allegations have been fabricated
(see my report), he implies that it is immoral even to suggest this.

Most seriously of all, both Wolmar and Davies seem unable to
entertain even the possibility that a care worker might be wrongly
convicted. Yet one Cheshire conviction has already been
overturned on appeal. And in York Crown Court in June, Judge
Crabtree dismissed a care home case altogether. "The courts must
draw a line somewhere," he said. "Is every teacher in England to
lie awake at night wondering which child they have offended 20
years ago might suddenly decide to go to the police and complain?
Anyone who is in charge of children is vulnerable to allegations of
assault from some dissatisfied or angry child, and if no complaint
is made for months or years, how can any teacher, social worker,
nurse defend themselves? How is he or she going to be able to
prove his or her innocence after so much time has passed?"

These are not my words. They are the words of an experienced
judge. The award-winning journalist Davies, and Wolmar, who
has been given 50,000 UKP by the Rowntree Foundation to write a
book about children's home scandals, would do well to heed
them.

Richard Webster
Oxford

---------------------------------------------------------------




Art note, from an interview:
---------------------------------------------------------------

[...]

Interviewer: _I want to talk about drawing, especially in the
context of the one that accompanies this magazine. You very
much like the expressionist tradition. Your drawings remind
me a little bit of Schiele in their expressive graphicness._

TE: Yeah. I hadn't done any drawing for years, and I call them
illustrations from memory. I went into the back of my mind,
pulled out memories and put them down on paper. They are
the drawings of young girls, and in America I got into
trouble because they thought they were paedophile drawings.
But they are not; they are about me. They're about my
events, about my life.

[...]

_Tracey Emin_ is published by Jay Jopling, London, and is
available from White Cube, priced 19.99 UKP

---------------------------------------------------------------



New Zealand:
---------------------------------------------------------------

03/24/1999

_Party calls for gallery pervert stake-out_

THE City Gallery's latest exhibition featuring the
"pornographic" work of New York artist Keith Haring
gave police an opportunity to catch paedophiles,
the Christian Heritage Party said yesterday. Party
leader Graham Capill suggested police should make
the most of the opportunity by staking out the Wellington
gallery "to collect the names and photographs of those
who appear to revel in this perverted material".

---------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Don't bother looking for anything much of interest in
     Haring's work - it's laughable that the NZ bigots
     were stupid enough to make themselves a laughing stock
     by attacking his work in this way. ]




Book extract, from BoyChat:
---------------------------------------------------------------

From _Surprised by Joy_, by C. S. Lewis.

If you have not been at such a school as Wyvern, you may
ask what a *Blood* is. He is a member of the school
aristocracy. Foreign readers must clearly understand that
this aristocracy has nothing whatever to do with the social
position of the boys in the outer world. . . . The

qualifying condition for Bloodery is that one should have
been at the school for a considerable time. This by itself
will not get you in, but newness will certainly exclude
you. The most important qualification is athletic prowess.
Indeed if this is sufficiently brilliant it makes hyou a
Blood automatically. If it is a little less brilliant, then
good looks and personality will help. So, of course, will
fashion, as Bloodery will wear the right clothes, use the
right slang, admire the right things, laugh at the right
jokes. . . . School boys have often risen against their
Masters; I doubt if there has ever been or ever can be a
revolt against the Bloods.

It is not, then, surprising if I went to the Coll prepared
to worship. Can any adult aristocracy present the World to
us in quite such an alluring form as the hierarchy of a
public school? Every motive for prostration is brought to
bear at once on the mind of the New Boy when he sees a
Blood; the natural respect of a thirteen-year-old for the
nineteen-year-old, the fan's feeling for a film-star, the
suburban woman's feeling for a duchess, the newcomer's awe
in the presence of the Old Hand, the street urchin's dread
of the police. . . .

A Tart is a pretty and effeminate-looking small boy who
acts as a catamite to one or more of his seniors, usually
Bloods. Usually, not always. Though our oligarchy kept most
of the amenities of life to themselves, they were, on this
point, liberal; they did not impose chastity on the
middle-class boy in addition to all his other disabilities.
Pederasty among the lower classes was not "side", or at
least not serious side; not like putting one's hands in
one's pockets or wearing one's coat unbuttoned. The gods
had a sense of proportion.

The Tarts had an important function to play in making
school (what it was advertised to be) a preparation for
public life. They were not like slaves, for their favours
were (nearly always) solicited, not compelled. Nor were
they exactly like prostitutes, for the *liason* often had
some permanence and, far from being merely sensual, was
highly sentimentalised. Nor were they paid (in hard cash, I
mean) for their services; though of course they had all the
flattery, unofficial influence, favour, and privileges
which the mistresses of the great have always enjoyed in
adult society. That was where the Preparation for Public
Life came in. It would appear from Mr. Arnold Lunn's
*Harrovians* that the Tarts at his school acted as
informers. None of ours did. I ought to know, for one of my
friends shared a study with a minor Tart; and except that
he was sometimes turned out of the study when one of the
Tart's lovers came in (and that, after all, was only
natural) he had nothing to complain of. I was not shocked
by these things. For me, at that age, the chief drawback to
the whole system was that it bored me considerably. For you
will have missed the atmosphere of our House unless you
picture the whole place from week's end to week's end
buzzing, tittering, hinting, whispering about this subject.
After games, gallantry was the principal topic of polite
conversation; who had "a case with" whom, whose star was in
the ascendant, who had whose photo, who and when and how
often and what night and where. . . . I suppose it might be
called the Greek Tradition. But the vice in question is one
to which I have never been tempted, and which, indeed, I
still find opaque to the imagination. Possibly, if I had
only stayed longer at the Coll, I might, in this respect as
in others, have been turned into a Normal Boy, as the sytem
promises. As things were, I was bored. . . .

Here's a fellow, you say, who used to come before us as a
moral and religious writer, and now, if you please, he's
written a whole chapter describing his old school as a very
furnace of impure loves without one word on the heinousness
of the sin. But there are two reasons. One you shall hear
before this chapter ends. The other is that, as I have
said, the sin in question is one of the two (gambling is
the other) which I have never been tempted to commit. I
will not indulge in futile philippics against enemies I
never met in battle.

[Lewis goes on to describe all of the social evils that
existed at his school.]

And that is why I cannot give pederasty anything like a
first place among the evils of the Coll. There is much
hypocricy on this theme. People commonly talk as if every
other evil were more tolerable than this. But why? Because
those of us who do not share the vice feel for it a certain
nausea, as we do, say, for necrophily? I think that of very
little relevance to moral judgement. Because it produces
permanent perversion? But there is very little evidence
that it does. The Bloods would have preferred girls to boys
if they could have come by them; when, at a later age,
girls were obtainable, they probably took them. Is it then
on Christian grounds? But how many of those who fulminate
on the matter are in fact Christians? And what Christian,
in a society so worldly and cruel as that of Wyvern, would
pick out the carnal sins for special reprobation? Cruelty
is surely more evil than lust and the World at least as
dangerous as the Flesh. The real reason for all the pother
is, in my opinion, neither Christian nor ethical. We attack
this vice not because it is the worst but because it is, by
adult standards, the most disreputable and unmentionable,
and happens also to be a crime in English law. The World
will lead you only to Hell; but sodomy may lead you to jail
and create a scandal, and lose you your job. The World, to
do it justice, seldom does that.

If those of us who have known a school like Wyvern dared to
speak the truth, we should have to say that pederasty,
however great an evil in itself, was, in that time and
place, the only foothold or cranny left for certain good
things. It was the only counterpoise to the social
struggle; the one oasis (though green only with weeds and
moist only with foetid water) in the burning desert of
competitive ambition. In his unnatural love-affairs, and
perhaps only there, the Blood went a little out of himself,
forgot for a few hours that he was One of the Most
Important People There Are. It softens the picture. A
perversion was the only chink left through which something
spontaneous and uncalculating could creep in. Plato was
right after all. Eros, turned upside down, blackened,
distorted, and filthy, still bore the traces of his
divinity.

---------------------------------------------------------------



UK articles with summaries but no body-text:
---------------------------------------------------------------

B. Thomas
_Previous Convictions_
PROSPECT (40), Apr 1999, p. 72.

Questions the relentless obsession with paedophilia in the
media, and the mindless vilification of suspects. The
present prurient interest in paedophilia speaks of an
astonishingly warped attitude to sex in general; paedophiles
have become what witches or communists were to a previous
age.

--

P. Sweeney.
_Trial and error_
THE INDEPENDENT (magazine) 17th April 1999, pp. 28-29, 31, 33-34.

There are over 450 alleged paedophiles on Death Row in
the Phillipines, including on British man.  But evidence
suggests that many of them may not be guilty, while
their "victims" and local agencies have much to gain
from convictions.

--

R. Webster.
_What the BBC did not tell us_
NEW STATESMAN, 19th Feb 1999, pp. 25-27.

Finds many flaws in the "shock" BBC documentary _A Place
of Safety_, about sexual abuse in children's homes in
North Wales.  There can be no question that some abuse
did take place in the 70s and 80s.  But equally there
can be no doubt that a large number of false allegations
have been made. At least five of the seven 'witnesses'
who appeared in the programme have in the past made
serious allegations of abuse which have been shown to
be utterly false.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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    [ Press-cuttings round-up ]

* USA: _Paedophile 'stings' called unconstitutional by attorneys_
* UK: _UK police plan paedophile 'stings'_
* Eire: _Database will help fight child pornography_
* Canada: _Vindication in abuse allegation 'nightmare'_
* UK: _Teachers get warning code on physical contact_
* UK: _Flaw in 'antisocial behaviour' law_
* UK: _One in ten court cases 'flawed'_
* Australia: _Parents relax their Internet paranoia_
* Europe: _Giant mouse to save kids from online pervs_
* USA: _More crimes added to Michigan's registry of sex offenders_
* USA: _Children to be tracked by satellite_
* UK: _Comment on the government's 'moral crusade'_
* USA: _Camille Paglia on Reno and the Waco revelations_
Crypto and web-censorship news
Science note
Academic note
Two letters on the Rind controversy




USA, California:
-----------------------------------------------------------

13th September 1999

_Caught in the Web _

 A state law designed to net people who use the Internet to
 lure kids is being called unconstitutional by some defense
 attorneys

[...]

Bay Area police and prosecutors are cracking down on
pedophiles who are using Internet chat, cybersex and
cyberporn as the latest lollipops to befriend curious kids,
and sometimes to lure them to real-world sexual meetings.

But many of the defendants have been filing into the Walnut
Creek-based law offices of Clancy, Weisinger &Associates,
where a trio of attorneys argue that the law their clients
are charged with is unconstitutional.

Specifically, the Clancy attorneys take issue with a
section of the California Penal Code that makes it illegal
for a person to transmit material intended to arouse or
seduce if they know that the recipient is a minor.

Clancy associate John Forsyth said the law impinges on free
speech, and points to a 1996 U.S. Supreme Court decision
gutting the Communications Decency Act to support his
position.

He says the state law also violates the Commerce Clause of
the U.S. Constitution because it attempts to regulate the
Internet -- a medium which by its nature crosses
traditional borders and cannot be regulated by any one
state.

"Here we are practicing criminal law and we're talking
about First Amendment rights and the Commerce Clause," said
Forsyth, whose firm for decades has specialized in
representing defendants in child molestation and sexual
assault cases.

The law -- S288.2(b) -- was added to the penal code only
two years ago, Forsyth noted.

"The Legislature had a compelling interest in preventing
sexual molestation and protecting children from
pornography," he acknowledges. "But is this the least
restrictive way to go about it?"

[...]

The Clancy attorneys maintain that many of the people
getting hammered by the California law are not pedophiles
and had no intention of molesting children. They attack the
law with a two-pronged strategy, on free speech and
commerce clause grounds.

The First Amendment argument rests on ACLU v. Reno, 117
S. Ct 2329, the U.S. Supreme Court decision that struck
down a law imposing criminal and civil penalties on
Internet users who make indecent material available to
minors. The court held that the law in question at that
time "unquestionably silences some speakers whose messages
would be entitled to constitutional protection."

Justice John Paul Stevens went on to say the law "would
confer broad powers of censorship ... upon any opponent
of indecent speech who might simply log on and inform the
would-be discoursers that his 17-year-old child ... would
be present."

Attorneys from the Clancy firm contend the California law
suffers from the same defect.

"The Internet is all about role playing. Nobody's ugly on
the Internet; everyone is fabulous at sex," said Patrick
Clancy, the firm's founder.

He describes Internet chat rooms as a masquerade ball -- a
fantasy world where people go to play out their sexual
fantasy roles under the cloak of anonymity.

"An 80-year-old woman can go online and relive the loss of
her virginity at 16 -- and she could do it over and over
again," he said. "The mind is the ultimate sex organ."
The Clancy attorneys also argue that the California statute
violates the commerce clause by imposing a state rule in an
arena that should be left to the feds.

They first tried to lay out their arguments in a Contra
Costa case this past spring. But that case pleaded out.
Now the trio has taken up the issue in an Alameda County
case, People v. Costello, 446993, where a man is accused
of sending pornographic images and explicit messages to a
cop posing as a teen.

Last month, the attorneys asked Superior Court Judge Brenda
Harbin-Forte to toss the Costello complaint. On Aug. 18
the judge denied the motion, but in her order she conceded
the law may have some problems.

"If California courts follow what may be the emerging trend
suggested by the published and unpublished authorities
cited in the parties' briefs," Harbin-Forte wrote, "the
statute may be constitutionally vulnerable."

The case is set for preliminary hearing on Sept. 27.
As Harbin-Forte's order suggests, plenty of courts have
found merit in arguments similar to Clancy's.

New Mexico and New York statutes similar to the California
law have been struck down by federal courts that cited both
ACLU and the commerce clause arguments. Those cases held
in part that it is impossible to determine the age of the
recipient of an Internet communication and that such laws
violate citizens' right to free speech.

In February, the Third Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals issued
a preliminary injunction preventing the enforcement of
Pennsylvania's Child Online Protection Act because it
violates the First Amendment rights of adults. And in July,
a U.S. District Court in Michigan said that "no aspect of
the Internet can feasibly be closed to users from another
state," concluding that state laws "would subject the
Internet to inconsistent regulations across the nation."

_WHO'S IN CHARGE HERE ANYWAY? _

Federal law enacted after the *ACLU* decision probibits the
transmission of smut to kids over the Internet, carrying
lengthier sentences than the California law.

But that doesn't prevent states, including California, from
attempting to regulate the same conduct.

"And attempt is the right word," said Boalt Hall School of
Law Professor Pamela Samuelson, a nationally recognized
expert on cyberlaw.

While state legislators should be able to regulate the
safety of California's children, Samuelson said the
Internet poses a complex scenario in that not all Internet
activities are restricted to one state.

For example, she noted, many people subscribe to Internet
servers outside their home state.

"So," she says, "a state's ability to control or regulate
Internet activity may be difficult to accomplish in
actuality."

Still, local prosecutors such as Alameda County Deputy
District Attorney Brook Bennigson, who is handling
Costello, point out that there are clear examples of
Internet crimes committed strictly between two residents of
the state, and he says in those instances state law should
apply.

But even prosecutors realize that the Internet is forcing
courts into reconsidering jurisdictional issues.

Contra Costa County Deputy District Attorney Julie Hast,
who this spring handled seven Internet sex cases, concedes
that the state law protecting minors from harmful matter on
the Internet needs to be clarified.

She says that as she prosecuted the cases, she noticed
ambiguities in the way courts interpreted terms such as
"knowingly transmitting" to a minor and "harmful matter."
"One judge would say one thing, and another would say the
exact opposite," she said.

[...]

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK (edited highlight of a longer article):
-----------------------------------------------------------

[UK police to begin paedophile 'stings']


16th September 1999

_This is our secret _

[...]

Three senior Scotland Yard detectives recently spent a
month training with the Innocent Images Squad and have now
returned to London with a new list of suspects identified
by the FBI. They will form a squad to be co-ordinated by
Chief Superintendent Martin Jauch, the head of Scotland
Yard's Clubs and Vice unit.

"This kind of crime is growing fast and is all the more
alarming because it so effortlessly crosses national
boundaries," says Jauch. "We will train our own men and
women in the extraordinary expertise required to
successfully impersonate vulnerable and sexually precocious
children, but at all times we will liaise with the FBI."

[...]

----------------------------------------------------------



Eire:
----------------------------------------------------------

19th September 1999

_Database will help fight child pornography_

University College Cork has constructed the world's
first database of child pornography, enabling police
around Europe to identify victims and perpetrators.

Using European Union finance, Rachel O'Connell
<r.oconnell.ucc.ie>, a doctoral student at UCC, has
catalogued 5,000 pornographic images from the internet
and downloaded tens of thousands of others. She is
part of a three-person team - named COPINE - which
now has the largest semi-official collection of child
pornography in the world, and has made it available
to police forces in Britain and Europe.

Ireland is one of the few countries in the world
where the law allows legitimate researchers to
download child pornography from the internet.

O'Connell regularly visits 60 newsgroups - usenet sites
where paedophiles communicate and post images - and
IRC chatrooms. Those who use the paedophile newsgroups
are cautious at first but, according to O'Connell, as
trust develops, increasingly explicit pictures are
swapped.

The main aim of the UCC database is to differentiate
between sexually explicit images and lesser 'child
erotica' images, and then to divide old images -
involving children who are now adults and out of
immediate danger - from newer pictures where urgent
action may be needed to rescue victims.

However, O'Connell admitted "the vast majority of
photographs found in newsgroups are greater than 15
to 20 years old and therefore do not involve immediate
issues of child protection."

The COPINE database includes descriptions of the
children, their hairstyles and clothes.

Minor features are also catalogued, to give
investigators a lead in locating the time and
location of the abuse. "Light switches, technology
such as computers, patterns on furnishings,
furniture, and toiletries present numerous clues
that can aid in discovering when and where
photographs were taken," said O'Connell.

"Sockets are also a help - three-pin plugs are used
in Ireland and Britain, two-pin plugs are used on the
Continent and America."

COPINE has worked with the Paedophile Unit, Scotland
Yard, and also with the Dutch police.

Inspector Terry Jones, who heads the Greater Manchester
Police Obscene Publications Unit, said his officers had
already visited UCC. "The database is very useful," he
said.

Police in England and Sweden are also working
towards their own such databases.  In Crawley, West
Sussex, 10 police officers have examining more than
1m pictures of up to 400 boys and girls aged from
infancy to puberty. The images were found on computers
seized during Operation Cathedral, an international
investigation into paedophiles exchanging child
pornography on the Internet.

John Stewardson, the detective superintendent leading
the investigation, has announced plans to take the
unprecedented step of publishing the photographs in
what he hopes will be a worldwide media campaign.

Police in Sweden are setting up a database that will
catalogue images of child pornography on the Internet
and video. Images can be stored on a database by
colour, shapes and background, but not by face. It
will also store any available information about the
child.

Anders Persson, a detective inspector in Stockholm,
said: "If British police have a picture of a child
being abused in a bedroom, they can send that image
to us and we will search our database for similar
images. We may then find that the room is in the
house of a known paedophile in Germany, for example,
and that he is either at large or under investigation."

-------------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
-------------------------------------------------------------

17th September 1999

_Vindication in sex-case 'nightmare'_

Montreal police and prosecutors will have to pay almost
$500,000 to former city councillor Alain Andre for
wrongfully arresting him on sex-assault charges.

"The nightmare has finally ended," Andre, 59, a former
mayoral candidate whose political career was left in ruins
by the assault allegation, said after yesterday's ruling.
"The reason I fought my case is that you can't accuse
someone without a minimum of evidence."

In awarding the damages, Superior Court Justice Luc
Lefebvre sharply criticized a police investigator and a
prosecutor for basing their case solely on the statements
of Andre's adopted daughter, who was described as having
psychological problems.

Ruling that the allegations were false, Lefebvre awarded
Andre and his wife $366,800. With interest, the final
figure will be close to half a million dollars.

The decision could have far-reaching consequences on
sex-assault cases, lawyers involved in the case said.
That's because the judge ruled that police need more than
just the alleged victims' accusations, even if they believe
them.

Since sexual-assault cases often come down to the alleged
victim's word against that of the person he or she is
accusing, that need for extra evidence could make police
reluctant to lay charges for fear of lawsuits - especially
when the assault is alleged to have taken place years
before.

Andre was opposition leader at city hall in 1994 when his
adopted 25-year-old daughter told police he had beaten and
raped her when she was a child.

He was arrested at home at 6:30 a.m. and placed in police
cells until granted bail the same day.

The charges were dropped by prosecutors a few months later,
before the preliminary hearing, after Andre's lawyers gave
them 40 affidavits from people who challenged his
daughter's accusations.

In his ruling in the civil suit that Andre subsequently
launched, and that was heard last winter, Lefebvre said
investigator Raoul Lacombe of the Montreal Urban Community
police didn't seek corroborating evidence, even though he
was urged to do so by his boss.

"The court is of the opinion that Lacombe didn't undertake
a serious investigation before the arrest," the judge
wrote. "It was only after the arrest that Lacombe really
started his investigation."

High-ranking police officers testified that they are
usually careful in sex-assault cases to make sure
reputations aren't blemished by mistake, the judge noted.
The officers said that's why they usually seek
corroborating witnesses if there are any. And they said
they are extra careful when a complainant might, like
Andre's daughter, have psychiatric problems.

But that wasn't done before Andre was arrested.

The judge faulted Lacombe for not talking to schoolmates,
relatives, neighbours, doctors, nurses and psychologists
who knew the daughter.

"And if police had taken the time to read and compare the
different statements (she) gave them, they would have noted
inconsistencies and contradictions."

Lefebvre also criticizes the prosecutor in the case,
Ghislaine Larrivee. Larrivee had testified that she filed
the charge because she believed the daughter.

"The court is of the opinion that the prosecutor, Mme
Larrivee, acted recklessly in basing her case only on
Nadine's statements, even if she knew that the latter was
disturbed."

The prosecutor destroyed the life of a man on very little
evidence, the judge said.

"She flouted his right to liberty, his right to safeguard
his dignity, his honour and his reputation, rights
enshrined in the Quebec and Canadian charters."

Andre said yesterday that his arrest was devastating,
especially since he had planned to run for mayor that year.
"This cost me my political career. That's down the drain
for sure. No matter what I do, I will always be the guy who
was accused. Always the guy who was charged. Never the guy
who was acquitted."

The case consumed him and his wife to the point where
friends were sick of hearing about it, he said.

"My wife is not over it yet. She will never be over it."
The judge mentioned in his ruling that Andre had to leave
his teaching job at John Abbott College during the case,
and that rumours circulated among students about his
actions.

Andre is director of the police-technology program at John
Abbott, the program that trains recruits for the same force
that charged him.

Even now, Andre said, he often glances at strangers in
shopping centres or on the streets if they appear to be
looking at him. He always wonders whether they are thinking
about him.

The judgment blames MUC police and Lacombe, Larrivee and
Andre's adopted daughter.

The daughter never showed up for the civil trial. She has
not been heard from for years.

She is the daughter of Andre's wife from an earlier
marriage. Andre adopted her after the couple married.
If she doesn't pay her third of the award, police and
prosecutors must.

Pierre-Yves Boisvert, the lawyer for MUC police, said he is
studying the judgment and will decide before the 30-day
deadline whether to appeal.

One question remains in Andre's mind. He said yesterday he
still doesn't know why his adopted daughter - whom he
called his ex-daughter - told lies to the police.
He theorized that the woman, who was a bank employee,
started having psychological problems after a holdup.

-------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

18th September 1999

_Teachers get warning code on physical contact_

Teachers and youth leaders may hug a young person
who has triumphed on the sports field or who is
obviously in distress are being warned about
physical contact, the Government said yesterday.

Government guidelines recommended a crackdown on
'inappropriate' relationships with teenagers by
adults in positions of trust over them.

The advice, contained in a booklet entitled
_Caring for Young People and the Vulnerable_,
seeks to save young people over the age of
consent - but under 18 - from being abused or
sexually exploited.

The guidelines cover churches, sports clubs,
youth groups, care homes and schools.

Launching the document yesterday, Lord Bassam of
Brighton, the Home Office minister, said it was
in the interests of staff and volunteer youth
workers as well as parents and children to have
a clear understanding of what was and was
not 'appropriate'.

--

_SEX CASE TEACHER RESIGNS_

A teacher cleared of a sex offence with a teenage pupil
is facing a ban from teaching after being forced to resign
his post at the school at which they met.

Mick Edson was found not guilty of sexually assaulting and
abducting 16-year-old Rachel Russell at Bradford Crown
Court in August.

The 32-year-old chemistry master at Wyke Manor school,
Bradford, who has set up home with his former pupil, was
asked to resign earlier this term by headmaster John Fryett.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Letter to the press:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Flaw in 'antisocial behaviour' law_

From the Director of Liberty

Sir, Jack Straw has attacked civil liberties lawyers for
attempting to prevent the imposition of antisocial
behaviour orders (report, September 15). He may be a good
politician but the day I accept the advice of a Home
Secretary on human rights jurisprudence will be the day I
resign from Liberty.

There are real problems with the structure of these orders.
They can be obtained in the courts on the civil standard of
proof - the facts do not have to be proved "beyond
reasonable doubt". The other protections that exist in the
criminal trial, including the presumption of innocence,
are also absent. To suggest that this violates Article 6 of
the Convention, the right to a fair trial, is hardly
far-fetched.

Furthermore, an order creates a new and unique set of
criminal offences for the person subject to it. In the
Liverpool case in which we were involved, the boys against
whom an order was made will commit a criminal offence if
they walk down specified streets in Liverpool. The maximum
sentence for this is five years in prison. This is likely
to violate the right of freedom of assembly (Article 11)
and the right to private life (Article 8).

Finally, the order treats people unfairly. If two people
are behaving in exactly the same way by walking down the
same street and both have no criminal intentions, only the
one subject to the order will be committing a criminal
offence. This is contrary to Article 14, the right to be
free from discrimination.

Local authorities considering using these orders need to
understand the problems with them. Clearly, many of them
do. This has nothing to do with lawyers' salaries or cars,
and I was saddened and surprised to see Jack replacing
reasoned argument with such attacks.

Until these flaws in the law are removed we will continue
to assist those who are subject to antisocial behaviour
orders, and to look for cases to challenge this law in the
European Court of Human Rights.

Yours faithfully,

JOHN WADHAM,

Director, Liberty,
21 Tabard Street, SE1 4LA.
September 15.


[ Ianthe's note: Liberty is the British equivalent of
 America's ACLU ]

-------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-------------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_One in ten court cases 'flawed'_

Mistakes which could lead to miscarriages of justice are
being made in one in 10 cases in the Crown Court, a
report on the Crown Prosecution Service revealed
yesterday.

The annual report of the CPS inspectorate said errors in
calculating how long a defendant could be held in custody
had the potential to cause "irreparable harm".

Inspectors uncovered errors in 13 out of the 29 CPS
branches investigated.

Chief Inspector Stephen Wooler warned that without
improvement, those branches "are and will remain hostages
to fortune".

The operational mistakes were just one factor in an overall
"pressing need" for the CPS to improve its performance in
the Crown Court. The quality of instructions given to
barristers employed to present cases in the Crown Court
remained a "distinct weakness" and one in four charge
sheets contained mistakes.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Australia:
-------------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Parents relax their Internet paranoia_

Australian parents have seen past the media paranoia
about children's exposure to pornography and other
undesirable images on the Internet, according to the
first national survey of families' Internet usage
patterns.

The survey, by Internet research company IMR Worldwide,
found that only 6 per cent of parents said they used
software censorship, such as Net Nanny, designed to
restrict access to Internet sites containing pornographic
and violent material.

Only one-third said they monitored the type of sites
their children visited. Almost half of those surveyed
considered the Internet to be a safe medium.

Laws to censor the Internet in Australia were passed by
the Federal Government in May.

Internet service providers have to ensure R-rated content
is restricted to adult users with a secret number. But the
law, which only applies to material generated in Australia,
has been attacked by critics as unworkable.

-------------------------------------------------------------



Europe:
-------------------------------------------------------------

15th September 1999

_Giant mouse to save kids from online pervs_

Mickey Mouse, Goofy and all the Disney gang are to be
employed to teach Europe's youngsters about steering clear
of strangers on the Net.

In a reworking of the popular fairy tale, the three little
pigs will warn kids of the dangers of the "big bad wolves"
that allegedly stalk the Net.

Disney Online will launch the education programme today
in Paris.

Disney's French language Web site will be the first to
carry the warnings. Britain and Germany will get their
safe surfing messages next week.

Kids will be warned not give out any personal details --
regardless of who they think they're talking to.

-------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

September (?) 1999 (this is from an *unconfirmed* source
- can anyone in Michigan confirm this ?)


_More crimes added to Michigan's registry of sex offenders_

The 22,000-member Michigan sex offender list is getting
longer. Under a state law that went into effect Wednesday,
people convicted of sodomy or sexual delinquency are being
classified as sex offenders.

People convicted of child kidnapping - if the child is under
18 - also will be listed as sex offenders, even if there was
no sexual contact, as will people convicted of soliciting a
prostitute, if the prostitute was under 18.

"These lists are abused, inaccurate and dangerous and now
we see offenses continue to get added that had nothing to
do with the original intent of the law," said Jeffrey
Montgomery, a gay rights advocate with the Triangle
Foundation.

-------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-------------------------------------------------------------

19th Sept 99

_Children to be tracked by satellite_

LOST children could soon be found easily thanks to a
necklace that incorporates a GPS receiver.

The system uses the existing GPS system's 24 satellites to
work out the child's exact location. Most GPS receivers are
about the size of a mobile phone. However, Sirf, a
California company, claims to have developed a prototype
receiver smaller than a postage stamp. It says it could be
incorporated into everyday items such as a necklace or
watch and be on sale within a year.

Chadha hopes a complete tracking system will cost less than
$100 (60 UKP). Sirf is already working with several companies
to develop services that allow parents to locate their
children to within five metres.

"Privacy is obviously a big issue, so it will be possible
to turn off the tracking system. For instance, we could
have a system whereby it will only turn on the necklace if
your child gets lost," says Chadha.

The system will use a combination of the GPS satellites and
ground-based wireless systems such as the GSM mobile-phone
network or paging technology to allow the necklace to
communicate with parents.

"We are still working on some of the wireless standards
involved, but the hardware is ready," says Chandha.

------------------------------------------------------------





UK: comment on The Prime Minister's 'moral crusade':
--------------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Jo Brand - the last word_

Christians have always been fodder for comedians who have
tended to portray them as anoraks - slightly clammy,
beatifically smiley dullards with barely a personality
between them. In my experience this is not a particularly
reliable stereotype, having met Christians whose disturbed
personalities would quite easily have earned them an invite
to Hannibal Lecter's coming-out party, or others whose
wildness matched that of that bloke in The Prodigy who
drags round half an ironmongers in his sinuses.

One thing lots of Christians do have in common is that they
can't help coming across as smug. This winds lots of people
up, particularly because famous Christians pronounce on the
life of the poor from their very lovely affluent homes
filled with their very lovely families and attractive pets.
These are homes, too, which are devoid of any sense of the
desperation present in the lives of the people they wish to
control. Hence, Christians, including Mr T. Blair, have
raised clean hands to mouths in shock at the news that two
12-year-old girls have become pregnant. These are not two
12-year-old girls from the Home Counties who are the
offspring of professional parents with rosy futures, but
two girls from crappy areas with crappy lives. I wasn't
"appalled" in the way that Tony Blair was as he set off on
his "moral crusade". I was depressed and sad. Their
education, sex or otherwise, has probably been lacking and
their future is about as bright as Dan Quayle.

The trouble with the Blair morality crusade is that a
comfortably off Oxbridge graduate is trying to impose his
world view on a group of people who haven't got a cat's
chance in hell of ever being in his world.

Nice, clean Tony Blair is no more welcome in the homes of
the poor than any of those other self-proclaimed,
well-heeled "Christians" who try to set them on the
straight and narrow, be it Ann "Listen To Me While You're
Chained To That Bed" Widdecombe or Ian "Yes The Viciousness
is All Me" Paisley. The way Blair discusses the people at
whom his cleansing shower of lurve is aimed illustrates
that he has no understanding of the poor and the despair
they feel. I used to think that didn't matter as long as he
was truly committed to doing something about it, but I
don't think he is any more.

To my mind, Christian is as Christian does, and that
doesn't mean telling poor people to wash behind their ears,
get some regular exercise and stop their 12-year-olds
coupling with everything that moves. Being Christian
towards poor people means trying to improve their lives and
give them back some self-respect.

You may well be saying to yourselves that as far as the
poor are concerned, at least Tony Blair is better than the
Tories.

Well, I think he is much more of a disappointment because
we expected so much more from him. By "we" I mean those of
us who voted for Labour policies. At least with the Tories
you know you're getting the Squeers family, whereas with
Blair we expected Joe Gargery and got Mrs Joe.

As far as the morality of politicians goes, I couldn't
really care less whether the whole lot of them threw off
their clothes on a regular basis, banged each other
senseless man and woman in wrestling rings full of jelly,
as long as they didn't believe themselves to be qualified
to pronounce on the morals of others.

You may be thinking I'm not exactly eligible to be throwing
stones, but that is the joy of not being a politician, you
can say just about anything you like without having to
double check it with 12 people first. Yes, I use bad
language, I take the piss out of blokes [men] and commit
the ultimate sin in lots of people's eyes of having let myself
go a bit. So what? I can honestly say I've never sold any
arms to a repressive foreign regime while reassuring
everyone at home that the weapons will be used for nice
things.

And, yes, I'm a feminist which means to me that we should
still strive for silly things like equal pay and, as women,
do our best to support other women.

That is why what got up my nose the most last week was the
following quote in the Mail [national UK newspaper] from
the sadistic Lynda Lee-Potter in reference to the 12-year-old
pregnant girls. "Their mothers are idle sluts who aren't fit
to look after a dog, let alone a child." What a bitch.

--------------------------------------------------------------




Salon comment by Camille Paglia:
--------------------------------------------------------------

8th September 1999

_What I thought about for my summer vacation_

My summer report begins with my enormous sense of
satisfaction and relief over the renewal of public
attention to the Waco disaster, which was so foul an
affront to American civil liberties. The abortive
investigation into the 1993 incident, in which more than 80
members of cult leader David Koresh's Branch Davidian
religious sect died in a fire at their Texas compound, is
currently being blamed on the FBI's withholding of crucial
information from Attorney General Janet Reno, who had just
assumed office.

But the major media, with their strongly liberal bias, are
equally guilty, for in trying to protect the new Democratic
president, Bill Clinton, they let Reno get away scot-free
with her blatant mismanagement of the Waco standoff. At the
quickly convened congressional hearing into Waco in 1993,
Reno's self-righteous invocation of the child-abuse card
deserved to be derided and rejected by the media, who were
already in a state of collective amnesia over the appalling
spectacle of government tanks knocking down the buildings
of a private citizen.

Where were America's leftists after Waco? Diddling their
thumbs in their urban and campus coteries, as usual. The
shocking absence of protest about this incident drove the
issue underground. It reemerged two years later on the
lunatic far right, in Timothy McVeigh's bombing of the
federal office building in Oklahoma City on the anniversary
of Waco, at the cost of 168 lives.

This is a good example of what I have described as the
principle of rightward drift in populist thought (a
phenomenon also germane to the endless blunders of insular
gay activism). When authentic critique is silenced or
censored by the left, issues drift subliminally to the
right, where they burst out again full-formed as fascist
violence.

Government authority was illegitimately used at Waco -- and
one fascism begot another. A side effect has been the
destruction of yet another female professional reputation:
Janet Reno's mishandling of Waco, like Secretary of State
Madeleine Albright's folly in leading us into a senseless,
hideously expensive war over Kosovo, shows that women, when
placed in high office, can be just as incompetent as men.

--------------------------------------------------------------




Crypto and web-censorship news:
--------------------------------------------------------------

1)

17th September 1999

_We win_

A palpably apprehensive, sweat-soaked bundle of
Clinton-administration luminaries held a press conference
last night to tout the White House's latest cave-in,
aiming to stare down the SAFE bill in Congress.

US Attorney General Janet Reno looked as if a gun were
pressed against her back as she recited, with painful
reluctance, the advantages of the President's new
legislative proposal, the Cyberspace Electronic Security
Act, or CESA. The Act authorises exports of strong crypto
software.

"The widespread use of encryption poses significant
challenges to law enforcement and to public safety," Reno
intoned. She mechanically repeated the DoJ mantra, that
crypto inhibits the Knights of Righteousness in "stopping a
terrorist attack or recovering a kidnapped child [where]
encountering encryption may mean the difference between
success and catastrophic failure."

She regretted that the revised proposal now makes the
touchy business of key escrow voluntary. She frowned; she
fussed nervously with her ill-fitted spectacles; she
grimaced and pouted. But she insisted it was a brilliant
proposal. We *think* her lips were moving, at any rate.

The message was clear: more and better crypto will
necessarily mean more and better crime. To even the field
upon which America's evildoers and heroes will do battle,
the CESA authorises substantial allocations of money to the
FBI's Technical Support Centre, which will dedicate itself
to finding methods of obtaining evidence in spite of
encryption. The FBI's score is nothing to sneeze at: a
hefty US $80 million, but to be spread through FY 2003.

Deputy Defence Secretary John Hamre also regretted the
Security and Freedom through Encryption Act (SAFE)
proposed by Congress.

Meanwhile, on Capitol Hill, House Majority Leader Dick
Armey (R-Texas) convened his own press conference shortly
after, cautiously welcoming the Clinton proposal but at the
same time making it clear that the SAFE Act would not be
removed from the House schedule.

"We welcome the White House effort here; we will look at it
with a great deal of interest... but we know how well [the
SAFE Act] is tuned, so we will proceed on that basis,"
Armey said.

Rep. Bob Goodlatte (R--Virginia), a co-author of the SAFE
Act, attributed the White House reversal to mounting
congressional pressure. "This has been a long battle, and
we are going to see it through to its correct conclusion.
But the changes being announced at the White House are very
close to [our] legislation," he observed.

But of course the Devil is in the details. "It remains to
be seen how the administration will follow through,
Goodlatte said. "Their announcement is very long on
potential but short on detail, so we'll be watching very
carefully to make sure that the regulations issued later
this year will match the policy announced today."

Goodlatte flatly contradicted the administration's core
assumption that more crypto necessarily means more crime.
He noted that strong crypto can actually reduce crime by
effectively concealing such tempting targets as credit card
and other financial information from prying eyes.

A fair argument, but one quite useless on the Clinton
administration and Reno DoJ, which can see only spies
and pedophiles on the threat horizon. Perhaps those
spectacles really do need adjusting.

--

2)

19th September 1999

_Magaziner on Net Censorship: Why Bother?_

MUNICH - Even if governments wanted to do so, they
wouldn't be up to the task of censoring the Internet,
according to Ira Magaziner, former U.S. Internet policy
advisor to the White House.

"You can't censor the Internet or enact centralized rules
on it. It doesn't work," said Magaziner, the keynote
speaker at the Internet Content Summit.

Hosted by the Bertelsmann Foundation, the three-day summit
features leading politicians, civil-liberties groups,
law-enforcement agencies and industry representatives. All
have gathered to hear more about the Foundation's suggested
framework for self-regulating Internet content.

Politicians, however, have yet to abandon totally the idea
of policing the Net. Given the decentralized nature of the
Internet and the 20,000 new Web sites that spring up worldwide
each week, Magaziner said, no government can live up to the
promise of protecting users from all harmful content.

"Government would take too long and be too inflexible," he
said.

Magaziner said that the Clinton administration has long
taken a hands-off policy on Internet issues.

"What we feel is going to be effective is to empower people
to protect themselves," he said. Magaziner is currently
president of SIS, a business-strategy consulting firm.

Magaziner also spoke out in favor of the recommendations
published today by the Bertelsmann Foundation, which were
based on discussions with a group of experts and input from
four major universities.

The proposals include the development of an international
system for rating and filtering content, which parents have
the option to employ if they want. They also suggest the
creation of a code of conduct to ensure that ISPs act
responsibly when they become aware of harmful content.
Another suggestion involved the setting up of hotlines for
user feedback on content and terms-of-use violations.

Civil-liberties groups, meanwhile, have expressed concerns
that any attempt to rate Internet content will amount to
censorship.

Yesterday, for example, the British policy research group
Cyber-Rights & Cyber-Liberties issued a statement to
coincide with the Bertelsmann Foundation's summit. "ISPs
and content providers should recognize that the European
Convention on Human Rights (and other international
agreements) enshrine the rights to freedom of expression,
privacy and access to information," the statement said.

The conference is organized and funded by the Bertelsmann
Foundation in cooperation with the Internet Content Rating
for Europe [http://www.incore.org] (INCORE) project.
INCORE seeks to create labels for Web page content without
government intervention.

--

3)

10th September 1999

German Interior Minister Otto Schily said today "The [German]
government has reformulated its position toward the
encryption of electronic data in the private and business
sectors... The government does not intend to limit the free
availability of encryption products in Germany."

--

4)

16th September 1999.

_SWEDISH COURT REJECTS PIRACY CASE_

A Swedish court has thrown out an attempt to prosecute a
17-year-old for providing links to illegal MP3 music
files.

The court said he was innocent because he only posted
links that functioned as signs helping surfers to
find music files.

Olssen was taking to court by the International Federation
of the Phonographic Industry's Swedish wing. The IFPI was
seeking a legal precedent to allow it to pursue other sites
that link to illegal MP3 files but do not post them.

--

5)

11th September 1999

_It's a small Web_

Fewer than 20 clicks of the mouse is all it takes to
explore the wild frontiers of the World Wide Web. The Web
includes some 800 million documents on computers all over
the globe, yet the shortest route between any two Web pages
spans never more than 19 hyperlinks, say physicists in
Indiana.

Albert-Laszlo Barabasi and his colleagues at the University
of Notre Dame created a robot program to discover how
documents on the Web are linked to each other. The robot
looks at how many outgoing links each document has, and
follows them to see where they go. From this information,
the researchers created a computer model describing the
Web's connectivity.

In this week's _Nature _(vol 401, p 131), Barabasi and his
colleagues report that their robot has found the Web to be
a "small-world network", where you can always reach your
target in 19 moves or less. This explains how surfing the
Web can sometimes rapidly lead you to what you are looking
for. (See Diagram) Even if the Web grows tenfold, just
21 hyperlinks will take you to your goal.

--------------------------------------------------------------




Science note - of possible relevance to the drop in the average
age of puberty?
--------------------------------------------------------------

19th September 1999

_Hushed-up research finds poison in fish fingers_

PARENTS WHO give their children fish fingers are also
feeding them two of the world's most feared poisons,
according to hushed-up government research.

The findings, by the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and
Food and the Department of Health, found low levels of
dioxins and PCBs - believed to cause cancer and have
"gender-bending" effects - in all the samples of different
brands of fish fingers bought in supermarkets.

The research revealed greater levels of the pollutants in
fresh fish sold for the table, with the highest in oily
fish, such as herring, which the Government has been urging
people to eat for health reasons.

Environmental Data Services, the respected pollution
information firm which has reviewed the findings, says they
show that adults would be "unwise to eat oily fish" more
than once a week and that "children should be even more
careful to limit their fish consumption".

But no warning was issued when the research - the first of
its kind ever carried out by MAFF - was published in
August. Not even a press release was put out. Indeed the
report was so buried among technical documents on the
internet that even a MAFF spokesman had difficulty in
finding it last week.

News of the report will embarrass Ministers and increase
alarm about the state of Britain's food following last
week's revelations about high levels of pesticides in
vegetables, recent warnings about antibiotics in meat, and
long-running concerns about genetically modified produce.
The revelations are particularly shocking because fish has
long been promoted as a healthy, natural food. For years
official bodies have been telling Britons to eat more oily
fish to protect against heart disease.

Dioxins - created during chemicals manufacture - and PCBs -
once widespread in electrical equipment - are two of the
world's most dreaded pollutants. Both are believed to cause
cancer, to damage the nervous and immune system, and to
have "gender bender" effects which cut sperm counts, reduce
fertility, disrupt hormones and cause genital malformation.

The World Health Organisation (WHO) has warned that "subtle
effects may already be occurring in the general population"
even at routine levels of exposure. Figures given in the
report - entitled Food Surveillance Information Sheet
No.184 - suggest that children already take in levels of
the poisons from food and the environment that exceed the
WHO upper limits, putting them at particular risk from the
polluted fish.

Adults are less vulnerable because they are bigger.

--------------------------------------------------------------




Academic notes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Findlay, Heather.
_Renaissance Pederasty and Pedagogy: The Case of
Shakespeare's Falstaff._
Yale Journal of Criticism, 3.1 (1989): 229-238.
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Letters, re-posted on BoyChat:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Letters to the APA from Concerned Members of the Scientific
Community

July 3, 1999

Dr. Raymond Fowler
President: American Psychological Association
750 First Street, N.E.
Washington, DC 20002-4242

Dear Dr. Fowler:

We, the president and past-presidents of the Society for the
Scientific Study of Sex, members of the SSSS Executive
Committee, and editors of Journal of Sex Research and the
Archives of Human Sexuality would like to urge the American
Psychological Association to take a strong stand in support
of Dr. Bruce Rind (Temple University), Dr. Robert Bauserman
(State of Maryland), and Mr. Philip Tromovitch (University
of Pennsylvania), and in support of the right and need for
sexual scientists to be able to conduct human sexuality
research, unconstrained by political considerations. We would
like to make the following points:

(a) If society is going to solve the serious social problems
that confront us, it needs knowledge and accurate information.
Theorists and sexual science researchers can make a unique
contribution. Their tradition demands that they attempt to
provide a fair and objective analysis of social phenomena and
provide scientific information - both qualitative and
quantitative - based on the highest of scientific standards.

(b) Political considerations and calculations must be kept
separate from the scientific enterprise and/or in the
publication decisions of the decisions of scientific journal
editors. Only scholarly research that is free, disinterested,
and scrupulously honest can hope to provide useful answers
to challenging questions.

(c) We would hope that APA would resist the efforts of
various political, religious, and special lobbying groups
to intervene in the scientific enterprise - shaping what
is studied, by whom it is studied, how it is studied,
and the results that are secured and reported. At the
present time, the major scientific journals have peer-review
process in place to evaluate ALL studies and experiments.

Currently, all kinds of research are evaluated, using the
same rigorous scientific standards. For APA or any other
organization to single out "controversial" studies from
all others and apply a second and a third filter in judging
whether or not such studies should be published and
disseminated is to cast a chill on all such research. In
addition, this process would be, by definition, discriminatory.

We, the past presidents of SSSS and the current editor of
the Annual Review of Sex Research join together in urging
you to staunchly support the right of sexual scientists
to engage in free intellectual inquiry - especially in the
area of "controversial" research.

Warmest regards,

Dr. Elaine Hatfield, President SSSS

Also signed by:

Dr. Albert Ellis, First President of SSSS
Dr. Elizabeth Rice Allgeier, Past President SSSS
Dr. Clive Davis, Past President SSSS
Dr. Richard P. Keeling, Past President SSSS
Dr. John Money, Past President SSSS
Dr. Naomi McCormick, Past President SSSS
Dr. Charlene Muehlenhard, Past President SSSS
Dr. Ira Reiss, Past President SSSS
Dr. Stephanie Sanders, Past President SSSS
Dr. Pepper Schwartz, Past President SSSS
Dr. Julia Heiman, Editor, Annual Review of Sex Research

--

July 15, 1999

Raymond D. Fowler, Ph.D., Chief Executive Officer,
Richard M. Suinn, Ph.D., President
Patrick H. DeLeon, Ph.D., J D., President-elect
American Psychological Association
750 First St., NE
Washington, D. C. 20002

Gentlemen:

As a long-time APA member and a long-time sex researcher, I
write to object in the strongest possible terms to the
contemptible public position you have taken in response
to the political furor over the Psychological Bulletin
paper by Drs. Rind, Tromovitch, and Bauserman. I have
been a great admirer of the clear-eyed and comprehensive
work these authors have contributed to the murky and
polemical field of child sexuality and child sexual abuse,
and your failure to defend their approach and the policies
and procedures of APA journals is unforgivable. As you
surely must know, it is almost impossible to conduct
research on child sexuality as a result of a chilling
political climate, and that, as a consequence, important
legislative, policy, and judicial decisions are made every
day in the absence of the kind of reliable scientific
evidence which we as a profession ought to be providing
to guide these decisions.

Your response to the Congressional and conservative
organizations' furor, as presented in The New York Times,
seems to me to have been exactly the opposite of what
was needed. You should have taken the opportunity to rush
to the Hill to explain to Congress how peer review works
and is an inviolable bulwark against prejudice and bias,
to explain to Congress how meta-analysis is an excellent
new tool in medicine and social science to overcome the
vicissitudes of individual studies and present the current
state of evidence, to explain to Congress that political
interference with scientific processes is exactly what
won't help children and won't help society understand
complex and controversial issues, and to offer workshops
on child sexuality and meta-analytic techniques to assist
Congress in the future.

But, sadly, apparently none of those was your response.
Instead, you fell for the ambush, you fell into the trap,
and you responded defensively to insist that the APA
condemns child sexual abuse, and that you would take
steps to muzzle freedom of scientific process.

Whose interests are served by your failure to strongly
defend Rind, Tromovitch, Bauserman, the editor of Psych.
Bull., and its entire peer review process? Not mine,
or the other members of the APA. Not psychologists or
others struggling to conduct valid and reliable sex
research. Not the public who needs information about child
sexuality and about professional scientific
methods. Not children, for whom you accomplished nothing.
Whose interests did you serve? I'd like to know.

Obviously outraged,

Leonore Tiefer, Ph.D.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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  [ Can anyone e-mail me an accurate copy of the Australian
    Les Murray's poem "Australian Love Poem" from his recent
    collection _Subhuman Redneck Poems_, please ?

    Also, the new issue of Fresh Petals is on-track for ETA
    early October, and I hope to have a second mirror site
    up soon.  I'm still looking for reliable space on which
    to put 10Mb of ASGL-L back-postings, though :) ]




'Christin' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Candice' wrote:
> Dear Ianthe
>
> Hello. You have an unusual name (if it truly is your own).

Hi Candice,

No. Ianthe use to go for a walk, and from time to time he
asks people, "uh, can you please borrow me your name for
a while? It is just because of a funny mailing list, you
know...?"   :-)))

> No. I didn't slap [my boyfriend] because of Fresh Petals. I slapped
> him because of seeing that Laika kid on his computer screen (even
> though he KNOWS I am sensitive about seeing him idolising these
> kids) and feeling such an intense sense of hurt that I must have
> felt the need to quickly make a transaction. I wanted to make him
> hurt like I hurt.

But she's a beauty, isn't she? ;-)

> Little girls GROW UP. I couldn't stop the ageing process any better
> than anyone else. How does it make a girl (who was little only
> a few years ago) feel to see her boyfriend idolising something she
> could have given him not that long ago? How does it make a girl who
> wishes so hard she could be really little again feel to know her
> boyfriend would probably prefer it if she WAS? I can't go back. I
> can't change. And, even if I could, I wouldn't. Just to be spiteful.
> Why should I?

If you like to be just be spiteful to him - why do you think
so much about that issue? ;-)

> And if he loves me now... he says he does... then why
> is little still better? Or would he just love me MORE. Can girl-lovers
> really love girls who are almost women? How? If you say you are a
> GIRL lover... ?

Hmm, of course I can only speak for myself: I can love (or: feel love
for) women and girls - eventually even a man. I think the question
is not the age or the gender, but just the personality. I already had
this sort of discussion IRL. With the parents of a 14-year-old girl,
for instance. They asked "why are you attracted to our daughter? And
why do you think that such a young girl might feel something for an
adult woman?" I said, "hang on a minute -- I do not fancy your daughter
because she is a girl, or just 14; and to fall in love with someone
does not mean to think that there automatically will be exactly the
sort of response that I would like...".

Honestly, I think all these thoughts -- and also these questions -- are
redundant. For me "it is just the way it is", and voila! (I mean, it's
just _me_ who "has to live with it". Or?)

Now, in case of your thing: Why not trying just to be happy that you
have each other. I mean, there is not a real reason to worry as long as
everything in your partnership is fine, and as long your friend doesn't
(try to) start any strange things to Honeys.

Say hello to him - _if_ he tries, he will get serious trouble not even
with you (and other administrations ;-), but also with me. ;-)

> What if you had a little girl friend (the age of your choice) and
> you stayed together for ages. She would start to get older, develop,
> be a woman. Would you stay?

Yes. Not only me, also the girl:

There once was a girl, obviously "searching a new home", and she
decided to stay with me. Her mother was (is?) heavily on drugs and
alcohol, so this woman never gave a shit about where her daughter
was. Sooner or later the girl had her own room at our place, and there
was real love (nothing sexual - just warmth, love, closeness,
confidence, hugging, cuddling, a bit tenderness) - more or less
directly from the start.

This meanwhile is ten years ago. We still are in touch, over all
these years, and she use to defends me and our relationship, to
her partners, her family and relatives.

Four weeks ago she again visited me and there was a stunning statement:
she complaint about the current situation. She said, "I don't like it
the way we've been over the last few months. I would like to see you
much more, and I also wish that the relationship could be a bit closer,
you know? I mean, I have my partner and my kid, but except that -
sometimes I think, you are the only person who loves me."

This was and is her way, no matter if 12 or 22: always very straight,
very warm - lovely. Her kid likes me, her sister likes me. Only her
mother use to waffle strange things like "they _must_ have had
something! And if they didn't _have_ something, they _will_ have
something!"

I mean, the mother is absolutely right, even in her leaf-blower
(cuckoo) brain, but she is thinking about it in a complete other
"style", if you know what I mean...

And it is sort of obvious, that the girl seem to _likes_ to talk
about these things, and one time I asked her, "you know that all the
people whispering those things about you and me, I mean even when you
were a kid...". And she grinned and said: "Sure. Of course I was in
love with you, and you were in love with me - no matter if I was a kid
or what. But who cares?! Seriously, this is just a you + me-thing. All
these people should just care for their own problems. Looks like this
is more than enough, hmm?"

'Candice', I am not sure if this could be an answer to your question?

Ah - eventually it is a good idea for me to go for a walk and ask
someone to borrow me the name "Sappho". What do you think? ;-)

--

'Go Pre-teen' wrote:
> I saw a man wearing a t-shirt the other day with GO-PRE emblazoned
> across it, and I have no idea what that means - but the first thing
> that went through my mind was "yeah, go pre-teen!"

Hello. You have an unusual name (if it truly is your own).  :-)))

Anyway, I saw a woman at McDonald's, wearing a t-shirt with "Another
David Hamilton Lesbian Girl-Lover"-print on it. Besides, hand in hand
with a young teen girl. Looked cute. Most of the other customers at the
McDonald's-counter were smiling.

(True! But of course it was not in an English speaking country...).

> I love preteens.

And I love Chicken McNuggets  *grin*.

Bye,

'Christin'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Tiny Tim' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Good day, once more, from the Netherlands.

Well, I said a while ago that summer was over. Well, last weekend
the temperature clambered to over 30-degrees again, so the beaches were
looking lovely :-)  However, with the trees turning to gold now and
a faint drizzle in the air today, the "season of mists and mellow
fruitfulness" will soon be descending once more.

I have spent the most wonderful weekend in the UK at two birthday
parties. One for a 6 year old (Emma) and one for a 7 year old
(Alexa).  And I'm in love. Alexa is the spitting image of Vita (for
all you Russian YGLs out there), bobbed blonde hair, maybe a little
chubbier around the face, and with the most wicked sense of humour
and wonderful, uninhibited, outgoing personality, lovely legs and
the most infectious giggle you could ever hope  for.  I am an old
family friend, but I haven't seen Alexa for a while, and I can't
get over how lovely she looks after a year of absence.  I took my
two daughters (roughly the same age as Alexa) along to both
parties.  For the first party, Alexa wore a short, black skirt with bright
flowers on it, a lovely white lacey blouse (no vest), matching lacey white
socks, pretty black suede shoes, tight white panties with little pink
flowers on them.

I knew most of the girls there, and enough of their parents for it to be
quite unremarkable for me to join in all the games, cuddle in the event of
tears and play rough-house when needed.  Oh, the joy of being sat upon by
several 6 and 7 year olds.  To get to go to one such party in a weekend is
wonderful enough, but two... I can't wait until the pictures get developed.

To cap it all, Alexa's mum let me take her swimming after the first party.
Alexa wore the most delightful bright pink two-piece swimming suit, and her
belly button is worth all the tea in China (I don't have a photo of it,
unfortunately, just happy memories). We all four shared the family cubicle,
and she even let me dry her.  Oh, the joy (and the frustration, and the
self-control needed). It was sad to see her go home, but a kiss, cuddle and
a sweet smile made everything palatable, and we'll definitely go swimming
next time I visit them. This won't be too far away!

The two birthday parties at the weekend proved something to me
that, despite the desires I can feel (not predatory) like Humbert
in his worst moments, but certainly seeking or craving
affection) I can derive so much pleasure from the close proximity
of beautiful, uninhibited little girls.  Agreed, the frustration's
easy to relieve in the short term (don't get caught with your pants
down around your ankles, though!), but to enjoy the beauty for the
purely platonic sense of it is wonderful. The sensation of pleasure
is heightened to an incredible intensity by the knowledge that,
maybe one day a relationship will develop, and the daydream
fantasies will become real (if only :-), but the fact that it may
not do must not debase the joy of the experience.

--

'Bandersnatch' wrote:
>...if we don't farm children , what would we farm?

Heaven help us if we bring children down to the level of a cash
crop! I know this is a fantasy, but when have children and potatoes
ever been on the same level amongst LGLs?  'Sanctuary' started the
thread back in the August 16th posting and I think I responded by
suggesting that the best way to get around things was by education
of the masses.  Didn't they imprison homosexuals in the UK just a
few years ago?  Turn your country into your own paradise, because
the best way to change the system is from the inside out.  Heavens!
Compared to the current state of affairs any improvement is a move
towards "paradise".

I wonder how many of us here on the list conform the to media
stereotype image of the dirty, unshaven, gaberdine-clad flasher?  I
hesitate to take a guess with an audience I barely know, but I'd
confidently say none. Educated professionals, professional
educators, carers, artists, poets, scientists, engineers.
Upstanding members of the community aren't we? The trouble is that
there is so much hypocrisy about sex in the Anglo-Saxon world.
People want it but don't want to talk about it. People buy "adult"
publications, but complain when they see them on sale. Newspapers (I
will not use the word "news" in this context as it  implies some
element of maturity), national tabloid UK papers like The Sun, The
Daily Mirror and News of the World are drowning in their own hypocrisy.
They publish to tittilate and then damn the very readership and
editorship they claim to support.  Among many of my fantasies is
one where there is a strong, unexpected voice who speaks up in
favour of consenting child-adult relationships, and is prepared
to say so without fear of reprisal.  Now that's _my_ fantasy
island!  "It dread inna' Inglan'".

--

'Humbert II, A New One' wrote
>...I've read the FP review of it and would like to read it.

Among many of my projects this last few weeks has been the reading
of 'Dream Children'.  An interesting novel, and I can sympathise with
many aspects of it. I can't say that I found it the most wonderful
read in the world (get it from a library; it isn't on the banned
list, even in the UK). This disappointed me in many ways because I
had been looking forward to reading it after the heady reviews in
FP and several other places. Still, read it, please.  At least
paedophiles get a sympathetic hearing, and there is some insight
into the agony (as well as the pleasure) that we can suffer. The
next project is reading "Ada" by Nabokov. Now, I'm looking forward
to that! I'm afraid that I am completely hypnotised by the richness
of his language and his delicious sense of humour.

   [ You'll enjoy that one, but skip the first twenty pages of
     boring genealogical data. ]

--

'Go pre-teen' changed his (I assume) name. Please change it back,
'Benot'! Call me old-fashioned if you will but (like the second bacon
sandwich you shouldn't _really_ have had) I do find this new-world
jocularity sits a little uncomfortably with me.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote
>It started in the same place that the roots of our  judaeo-
christian civilization started...

Great name! (T'Pau was Spock's grandmother; who or what's Tr'Pakh,
if you forgive my ignorance). But I digress. Read the section in
_Dream Children_ where Oliver is trying to reconcile the fact that,
if good cannot be defined, then evil cannot be defined either;
therefore, there society cannot define of good or evil since these
are personal concepts, so the concept of what is "morally"
acceptable is eventually the responsibility of the individual(s)
concerned.  This purely rational conclusion, based on his
understanding of Hegel, lead him to confirm within himself that a
consenting relationship between child and adult was, in fact,
morally acceptable. In essence, this is the crux of the book.

Otherwise, I agree with you totally. I was brought up as an
Anglican until I was of the age (16) when it was considered that I
could make the educated choice between religion and non-religion.  I
chose the latter.  A few years back, I had a wonderful net flame-war
with some moralising ultra-Xtian who "just happened" to find
themselves on a LGL web site guest book. Trolling, no doubt. They
had no argument to anything, and stuck to the same soapbox dogma.

Isn't it this attitude which is keeping list-members underground,
paranoid and, basically, afraid to open their own mouths?  I'm not
a quiet person. I'm an extrovert. The agonies I go through,
however, having to keep quiet about my own feelings are great. I
can barely imagine what it is like for introvert, more sensitive
people.  Aren't these moralising do-gooders the real enemies, not
list members who don't want to hurt anyone. Sure, there are
deviants in every society.  I don't have the statistics to prove it,
but it does seem that there have been an unusually high proportion
of church members involved in "sexual abuse" (whether consentual or
non-consentual, it is never stated in the press).  What sort of
message does this convey, I wonder? Obviously a satisfactory one,
because the reaction to these revelations is usually sympathy from
the church, help with the court case, and the lightest prison
sentence possible. Should we all get ordained, then?  Sorry, I'm
ranting on a bit here, but this is my only chance to get on this
soapbox without the risk of getting my facial features permamently
reshuffled.

Ah well. Strive to be happy, and 'tot straks'!

Kind regards

'Tiny Tim'
-----------------------------------------------------




'Spelvin' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

"Annyonghi!"

I send you greetings from Asia!  I am working at an
after-school English institute.

For the first week, I was in a state of euphoria.  All was
new and exotic and my job was off to a great start.  I was
even offered a few extra hours a week in an elementary
public school in a nearby town.

Children in this country had greater freedom to release
their gross motor energy indoors.  I saw demonstration of
that at the airport.  Here at this institute, the pre-schoolers
run, screaming and giggling through the hallways during
class break.  They also come into the teachers' office to
aggravate us, and nobody says boo.  When I think of the
~!@#$%^&*()_+ which children in the United States have to
take, and when I think of my involuntary role in
administering that !~@#$%^&*()_+, I feel like expatriating.

Intergenerational teasing takes place on both sides without
anyone being accosted for "exploiting children for your
own emotional needs."  Since I somewhat resemble Santa Claus,
that's what the preschoolers call me.  For reasons known only
to himself and God, one of the children calls another teacher
"Multichu," which means "paper towel."

This "negligent permissiveness" has had no negative effect
on the children's academic achievement.  When students are
ranked on an international basis, this country is always near
the top of the list.  In the room where I work, the science
teacher works the other half-day.  The room looks like a high
school science lab.

There doesn't seem to be much creative work, though.  An
assignment for the middle school students was to write
about an imaginary trip to Mars.  All they could do was
copy facts out of the book.  I asked them what they would
do if they landed in an intelligent extraterrestrial
culture.  I even drew a picture on the board, showing one
of the students greeting little men with antennae.  That
drew another blank.

Moreover, none of this is to say that the children are
better behaved in class. I have some classes where the
kids are very courteous, and I have some classes where
the kids act like inner-city kids.  On Monday this week,
a change in the weather brought out the worst in the
students.  That put an end to my euphoric state.

I'm glad I came, even if my problems did follow me
here.  I am on a diligent search for ways to control
a class through the language barrier, and I am
enjoying that challenge.  At present, the boss is still
pleased with my work.  I feel undeserving and somewhat
afraid that he will eventually discover that I am not
so competent.  But I was prepared for the Imposter
Syndrome.

'Spelvin'
-----------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

To 'Pegassus':
If you talk to your wife, couldn't you get her to understand that you
truly care about children, and would never hurt or force or coerce?
Or that you intend to enjoy the child's love without any sexual
contact (if that's true)?  Doesn't she know you well enough to know
you wouldn't harm a child?

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>When our first child arrived, I intended to bring them up in a more
>open way about nudity and sex, but soon realised that if I continued,
>the child would be ostracised by other children, so had to go back to
>the old 'Don't ever show your knickers' routine.

I had pretty much the same experience.  We tried to raise our kids to
be comfortable with sex, and one of them went to school and talked
about some sex play involving another child.  Social workers and
doctors and lawyers got involved, and it was a mess.  So now I teach
my kids that you don't talk about certain things.  It's not hard for
them to grasp that, while sex is good and nice, society's attitudes
about sex are crazy, and you have to protect yourself and your loved
ones.

>BTW, What age range are you and how did your wife find out about your
>orientation to lg's?... also what were her initial reactions?

We're in our 40's.  She knew that I love children and they love me
before we were married -- she often says that's a big reason she was
attracted to me.  I don't think I became totally honest about the
nature of my attraction until we'd been married 10 years or so.

My "coming out" was really gradual, and her reaction was always
positive and supportive.  Basically she understands that I'd never
hurt or coerce a child.  Remember also that we came of age in the 60's
and 70's -- attitudes about sex really were very different then.

---

'Rational' wrote:
>Actually, to any of you who complain about your countries, you
>would be shocked at condition in poor countries. There are
>lots and lots of kids (due to population increase) who need
>love urgently.

There ought to be some way to get child lovers together with children
who need love.  I've looked into adoption, but it's absurdly expensive
-- $20,000 or more per child. It's a dream of mine to be able to care
for and love those children.

--

To 'Dalderious', who wrote about a girl's fickle affection:
I know you got many responses, so I'll just make one comment -
Remember that there are lots of other little girls who would be
delighted to have your attention.

--

I wrote:
>>Will I be cast
>>out by the outcasts?

'Soft_&_Gentle' responded:
>ROTFL... let me see... Go away !!!!

>I had to stop, and since English is my second language, I deducted
>this was that sarcastic form of humor that I never catch.

Yes it's a joke.  Actually I like the idea of being so totally weird
that even society's rejects reject me.

--

'Candice' wrote:
>What if you had a little girl friend (the age of your choice) and
>you stayed together for ages. She would start to get older, develop,
>be a woman. Would you stay? Or would you go because you've gotten
>what YOU wanted?

You seem to presume that the girl would stay.  Girls I've known have
always dumped me - usually at around the age of puberty.

Case in point:  I was very very close with Linda from age 6 to 11.  At
age 12 she suddenly didn't want any affectionate contact.  Well, I
didn't like it, but I fervently believe we must be alert to our girls'
changes, and accept their wishes gracefully.  Linda is now in her
mid-teens, and we're good friends.  I see her often.  There's no
kissing or cuddling like we enjoyed when she was young, but we get
along fine.  This was her choice, and I believe we must allow the girl
to control the relationship.

'Giggle Maker'
-----------------------------------------------------





'Brother Chubba' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

This post was written over a two week period around
the middle of summer, so forgive some inconsistencies.

--

Hello again everyone, you may or may not remember me,
I contributed a few posts earlier on in the year but my
year at University finished and I had to unsubscribe.

To recap who I am, I am a 19 year old girl lover, and while
Before I said that I knew I was a paedophile since I was
15 (or thereabouts) I realise now that, except for the
sexual side, that was not true.  Only becoming a part of
this list allowed me to begin the long journey from
frustrated paedo to full fledged girl lover.  I have
read some of the archives and a lot of you seem to have
had similar experiences.  Several of you have said that
when you realised that you were girl lovers truly the
sexual feelings seemed to diminish, not completely but
the emotions definitely took over more than anything
else.  I can say that in many ways I am now the same way
except for one thing.  My sexual feelings are as strong
as ever towards little girls, it's just that there are
emotions there that weren't there before.  I now know
how you all feel when you walk down your local high
street and your heart is captured so often by the
magnificent beauty of a little girl.  They are such
enchanting creatures that one feels permeated with joy
just to share the same planet with them (whoah! *ck me,
I don't normally talk so poetically, I must be inspired,
Well, it doesn't help my spelling any)

I am one of the lucky ones, I have a seven year old
friend called Sarah (I used 'S' before but I'm not as
paranoid now) who is a little angel. As I said earlier
this year, her mother and my mother are very close
friends and thus she comes over all the time and we
spend such wonderful times together.  Our friendship
has blossomed now that I have far more than just a
sexual interest in her, and I often sit with her on my
lap enjoying a kiss and a quiet moment. (Before I go on,
please forgive my 'Star Wars'-isms that follow, my brain
has been permeated by The Phantom Menace almost as much
as by the beauty of little girls) I feel I have to make
an admission, (and please don't flame me to death) I was
once a dark side Paedophile, Yes when I was about 15 I
did things with Sarah that I am not proud of, before you
skip the rest of my post, I never really forced her into
anything, at first she was quite willing and seemed to
enjoy the attentions of my hand and mouth. By the end of
the sexual side of our friendship, her whole
personality seemed to change and she became very
misbehaved.  One day when she came up to see me she
stood next to me and, as always I slipped my hand up her
dress and down the front of her knickers, but straight
away she slapped my hand down and said "No!" quite
firmly, I stopped immediately (it was the first time she
had actually said no) and have never done anything like
it since but, while she has had no unfortunate side
effects to my attentions, I still feel very ashamed of
my actions.

The reason I have made this little admission is to put
across the point that maybe a lot of the Dark Side
Paedos could have been swayed to the Light Side if only
they had the support and advice of people like you.

--

Anyway, on to more friendly topics, in less than two
weeks I will be babysitting for Sarah for two whole
nights. I have been looking forward to this day for
a month, it is now late July and I will write again
during the days themselves.

Okay okay, it is July the 26th and I am depressed as
fuck, I thought I'd write some more.  Over the summer
I have been lucky enough to see two wonderful movies
_Lawn Dogs_ and _The City Of Lost Children_. _Lawn Dogs_
is one of the most beautiful films I have seen in a long
time, I almost cried at the end!  Miette from _The City
Of Lost Children_ is the most beautiful LG's I have ever
seen.  My heart was taken by her from the start.

--

Ianthe may cut this out as it is a bit revealing but in
my area recently a man was sent down for raping and
murdering a young boy, this obviously makes me just a
tad more uncomfortable being here and put paedo
tolerance in my area down substantially, this is
what has made me depressed. Anyway, if I don't top myself
I'll write again soon.

--

See, I'm fine, it's the 27th and I have had the most
intense experience of my entire life.  I was lying down
on my sofa in my room, fully clothed, when Sarah came
in and straight away she just straddled me, crotch
pressing against my, now rather happy, penis area,
and lay down on me!  Wow!  After a while I realised that
she was intermittently pressing or rubbing herself
against me, COOL ;D.  After a bit I shifted to get
comfortable and she raised her head and said "what's wrong?"
I think she knew what she was doing would be considered
naughty by most adults and was wondering if I was
objecting! Me!  And here was I worrying if I was taking
advantage of her again!  Anyway I told there was nothing
wrong, I just wanted a kiss.  Well, it started as a little
girl peck, but then she tilted her head and pressed harder
for an intensely passionate kiss, I was quite content
but, she then opened her mouth and slipped me the
tongue!  WowMyF*ckinLord! We just started necking for
about five minutes, we only stopped at my instigation, I
was getting paranoid as her mother and my mother were
downstairs.

Anyway I'll keep you posted on any major developments
but I may not write until Saturday night as
I am taking Sarah to the cinema to see Star Wars that
day, she's never been to the cinema before! Woo Hoo! :D

--

Well, well well, it's Saturday night and today was
probably one of the best days of my life!  At 9:15 Sarah
came around and at 9:30 we left for the bus.  The entire
journey, she held my hand and rested her head against my
shoulder :}.  When we got to the cinema her little face
lit up when she saw the size of the screen and heard the
surround sound, she sat engrossed, and you know, I only
had to lean over a few times to explain the plot to her.
(For those of you who have yet to see it, the story is
pretty complex compared to the last three). We then went
back into town for a MacDonalds (Dog-busy on a
Saturday during the kids holidays, especially with this
weather) and returned home.  When we got to my home,
there was no one in, so she suggested going up to my
room and kissing, who was I to argue?  When we got there
I sat on my sofa and again she stradled me, but this
time she stood over my lap then slid her body down mine
(we were clothed but in the move her dress had slid up
so it was just above her navel so it was only her
knickers and my clothes that kept her from me), and
we started necking.  This time I KNOW she was rubbing
herself against me, moving back and forth against my
body!

Anyway, again unless anything major happens I'll not
add to this post until next Saturday (when I babysit
for 2 nights), It's shaping up to be quite an
interesting evening!

--

Well, something major happened today (Monday 2nd)!  I
was sitting in my room, Sarah and her brother were
visiting, he's in her early-twenties BTW, and I was
watching John play on the computer with Sarah leaning
against me, my arm around her.  John's back was to us,
so Sarah must have thought we were safe, she hooked
her leg over mine, leaving her crotch, fairly open,
then pressed my hand toward it. With John 3 feet
away I was worried.

--

Well, It's Saturday, and I was WORKING last night (damn)
and I'm working tonight (damn)!  But Sarah still slept
at my house last night, My step-father watched her.  I
told her that she could wake me up early since she would
be asleep by the time I got back.  Well, this morning,
at 7:20am she came into my room, her nightdress still on
and climbed in bed beside me to watch the Saturday
morning cartoons (two of which I actually watch anyway!)
We were quite content, until she decided to mount me
again as I lay down this time.  She started rubbing
herself against me. [...] Anyway, by the time we
had finished, we HAD seen each-others private parts.
[...] Well if that wasn't that most eventful two hours
of my life, nothing was!  I still got to see my shows!
(fondling and being fondled thoughout)  I must note
that I never ejaculated at all during this incident.
Anyway, I'll write for the last time tomorrow after
my last morning with Sarah.

--

It's Sunday, and this morning was as eventful as
yesterday!  She is so much fun to be around and I just
wonder how the relationship will develop over the next few
years.  Well, I hope you can all comment constructively
on what you have read here (If Ianthe doesn't hack a lot
of it out) and, of course, I'll keep in touch.

Well, thank you for your attention and Goodnight
(or whatever)

'Brother Chubba' (formerly Darth Blubba)
--------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

Dalderious wrote:

I am rather fortunate to have had so many responses.
Thank you dear lgls.

'Spike' wrote:
> Dear Dalderious,
(snip)
> Lg's don't know what they are feeling when they love
> someone especially an adult.
...
> The problem was finally resolved when I got her
> alone and I asked her what was going on, she
> said that every time her brother was around she felt
> embarrassed to show that she liked me in front her
> brother.
(snip)
> Obviously she expressed her feelings for you to
> someone in that house, either her mom or sister. I
> would bet her mom, thus the calling into the
> house, probably her mom admonished her for not
> making you "uncomfortable" by hanging all over you.

I wonder if that could be the case. Her mother knew
that I was going over poems with her 11 year old
daughter. She was there when the whole thing came up,
and I was sitting on their couch with her (daughter).

I inquired (one of the boys) a bit and found that the
mother does not like how much I have contact with the
kids. More from a bothering stand point. This was a problem
when I first starting bothering the eldest boy. Apparently
he did not like to be bothered, but he would let me do
it, to an extent. When the mother saw me grab him once
at their house, she asked me not to bother him. I am
for certain that this was the "bothering" that she was
referring to.

With Rebeccah it is different. I know that I don't
bother her, as she used to play with me whenever I
came.

> She probably got embarrassed and thus the "bad boy"
> and "I hate you" stuff. Well, I know it sounds
>silly,
> but of course you are dealing with a child, and they
> just don't know how to handle those feelings that
> they. It's up to you tell her that you like her, and
> show her that you like her. I know, it will be hard,
> anytime you get her alone get her to talk to you and
> open up. It's really hard.

Well, I may try that, but not right now. It is not
easy to get her alone. And even if I did, it would
have to be in an open place. Various reasons for that,
most importantly, because of how and when I get to see
her.

I appreciate the input. It has given me what to think
about.

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
> 'Dalderious' wrote:
>>Please, if you can, help my poor aching heart
>
> Your story sounds very much like V... to me. She
> used to like being around me when she came to visit
> my daughter
(snip)

Thanks for the story.

--

'Go pre-teen' wrote:
> I wanted to respond to Dalderious, who received a
> beautiful, heart melting love letter from a lg named
> Rebeccah, who later started calling him a "bad
> boy," telling him repeatedly that she does not like
> him, hates him, sticking out her tongue, etc.
(snip)
> First of all, I will tell you what to do, and this
> will sound difficult. Ignore her altogether. I know
> how hard it will be, but it is the only thing that
> has a chance of working. Don't talk to Rebeccah
> beyond the obligatory "hellos," and don't even look
> at her. (At least don't look at her when she can
> tell you are looking at her.) Ignore
> Rebeccah, and pay attention to the other kids. Make
> sure Rebeccah sees how nice you are and how fun you
> are, when the other kids are talking to you. Unless
> Rebeccah acts extra special sweet, don't even relate
> to her.

I can only try. I can do it if I want to. She will not
be the hardest person to ignore. I have successfully
ignored others. Strange world.

I have read many responses. I don't know if this is
the right thing to do, but I like it the most.

There is a certain four-year-old that I like to hold.
I think her sisters got jealous of all the attention
that I gave her (not that they wanted _me_ to give
them) and convinced her that she was to old to be
held.

Well, I saw her in a store, and I completely ignored
her. She kept asking me "Do you remember me?"

I went over their house that weekend, I ignored her
for quite a while. I only stared at her once, and did
not answer her question. After a while, when no-one was
around I told her, that if she will not let me hold
her, then I do not want to talk to her.

It was a bit harsh, but I am not going to let her have
me do things for her when she does not allow the one
thing that I want, based on her sisters silliness.

She then ignored me the rest of the afternoon. :(

I may go over again some time, but I think that I will
give up on her.

> Rebeccah has stopped desiring your attention. I know
> that sounds painful, but she has "burnt out" on you,
> and she can't deal with you. Only when she learns
> that she cannot take your attention and your
> affection for granted (and see it as a thorn in her
> side), will she start to desire it again.

But why so abruptly? Her feelings for me climaxed with
that letter. Or so I think since it must have taken
great effort on her part to put those words in
writing, besides the actual action of writing.

> This will either work or it will not. If it does
> work, it might take time. If it does not work,
> nothing will.

Well, I can find someone who sells magic potion number
nine... ;-)

> In any case, try not to let it get to you too much -
> I know it is hard - because such is the nature of
> love, it often has its "downsides" and
> for GL's treatment like this comes with the
> territory. She is a child, and children act that way
> sometimes. It happens. Don't take it too
> personally:

This is something I have been thinking about. Consider
me with a hard shell around me. Little that anyone
says bothers me, save a few people. When they say
something, they have access to the most sensitive part
of me.. me. What they say is heard and felt. It is
like letting them hold a hot needle over an open
wound. One careless remark from them hurts a great
deal.

The top of that list, I recently found out, is Sarah.
She made a rather nasty remark to me, that I probably
deserved. My mood changed immediately. I went home a
few minutes later and cried. I never let anyone get
that close that their words should matter, but with
her I find that I am no longer in control of that. I
have still not gotten over her words, and this is two
or three weeks later.

Rebeccah is on the list as well. I do not put people
on this list, they just end up there. I love that
little girl, not for any reason. I have just known her
for so long, and she is so sweet. So when she started
ignoring me, it meant a lot. If I only knew a way to
let her know that, and then here what she had to say,
I could then ignore her.

In fact, there was another lg in my life that I saw
now and then. She was nine. With her I failed the M&M
test. I _did_ melt in her hands. She is also the only
person who made me lose control of myself. For the
smallest of split seconds, I lost control as I saw her
in the doorway. My assessment afterwards told me that
I was going to kiss her. All in all I was scared tat I
lost control. Not for what I might have done, just
that I lost control.

Anyway, she grew up. Last time I saw her she basically
ignored me. I liked her for her sweetness, but not too
personally. So, I decided to have one last look at her
smiling, and end it right there. I got her to smile,
and I decided that she was out of my life.

Next time I see her, which is probably very soon, I
will test it. I am pretty sure that I will not be
thinking about her.

I have so much to learn in this crazy life.

> one thing I can tell you for sure is
> that the words of hate did not come from the heart.
> She doesn't really hate you and it is quite possible
> that she loves you.

I cannot believe that she can hate anyone. I've known
her for quite a while, I don't believe that she has
that capability.

> She did write you a beautiful love note, and this
> may signify that you have a good chance. OTOH, lg's
> grow up quickly (too quickly) and they change, and
> hat might be what happened in this case.

If only she would tell me why!!!

--

Easy Rider' wrote:
> 'Dalderious' wrote about his lg acts strange toward
> him now. It's obvious what is going on. When the
> girl has to go in to "talk to her mom" for a minute
> then comes out and avoids you, it's clear the mother
> is  filling her daughters head with a bunch of crap
> about you.  Rather then precipitate a conflict with
> you about her daughter, it is simpler for her to
> tell the girl to avoid you because you are
> inappropriately friendly with her. Now exactly what
> terms she uses with her daughter we don't know, but
> I think she has filled her daughter's head with
> the thought that what you do or how you act is
> somehow "not right" and we all know the power that
> mothers have, don't we? I don't think there
> is a damn thing you can do about this except keep
> your distance and give this relationship up.

I will not give it up without an explanation! She
means too much to me.

>    [ I think it's more likely the girl is jealous of
>      the attention he showed to her older sister. ]

While I respect Lord Ianthe, I must not-so-humbly
disagree. I doubt that this is the case. I can't
really explain why, it just sounds too foreign a
concept to be applicable here. Though I'll keep it in
mind.

--

'Dalderious' wrote:
> It is simple.  The older sister suspects you, and
> is telling the younger sister not to get close to
> you.

This is possible, and possibly likely. I vaguely
remember her making her a remark to her about how she
was acting once.

But she keeps away from me even when she is not
around. Though I may have to keep this in mind.

> If it is not the older sister, it is the mother.
> The young ones always do what the family members
> say.

--

I will mention a quick story.

Just the other day, I was holding a four year
old girl. She had asked me to pick her up. Normally I
would do whatever she wanted easily, but there were
too many people around. In fact, she was the only
female in sight. Well I held her. She asked me to walk
around with her. Although at first I tried, I had to
take her here and there.

( On a separate occasion she had come near me, and her
father went to take her home, as he was leaving. She
said, I'm going home with him as she came close to me.
Her father pulled her hand and said, "I don't think
so." Well, it's the thought that counts. :-D )

Everyone was bothering me about it. Asking me why I
was holding her. I said she won't let me put her down.
Indeed, whenever I tried, she asked me to pick her up
again. It was one of those bittersweet moments.

During the time one guy basically asked if I always
touched girls. I mentioned that she was too young. I
like this guy. Though I like his sister a lot more.
:-)

I've known her since she was seven, and now she is
eight. I see her now and then. Let us go with my
naming scheme, and call her Rachel.

She likes me. She tells me jokes, and certainly adores
the attention that I give. Possible she like the fact
that I stood up for her when her brother went to shoo
her away a few times in the past.

She is always to nervous to be with boys that she does
not know, and so I rarely get her alone. That is, I
can only get to her when people are around, I have to
see her where _she_ wants to be. On one occasion I was
able to speak to her elsewhere. It was so enjoyable
having her so close, and finally sitting down and
talking.

Anyway, I'm just rambling.

One last thing. There is a certain eighteen year old
whom I know. He keeps making fun that I flirt with
Rachel. Just the other day he asked me why I wasn't
flirting with her just then. He seems to be joking,
but wonder if he is jealous. One day when I was
talking to another lg, he stood by and smiled.

I think that the next time he says something like
that, I'll ask him if he's jealous. I wonder if I can
ever find out his true feelings.

I am much too lazy to spell check this. May Lord
Ianthe be my spell checker, (I hope) he does not
falter.

'?'
-------------------------------------------------------------------





'Moonmin' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear 'Common Sense'. Thanks for introducing yourself. To be honest, I
don't think there is anything unusual about your interest fluctuating
between LG's and young women your own age. I feel the same. One
thing that surprised me about ASGL-L was the large number of people
who are married and /or are attracted to women their own age. It
seems fairly common to have such an interest in a wide age range (4
to 40, say). Perhaps this is the same for "normal" people too, only
most are too afraid to admit it. Take for example:

'Ian' wrote:
>On Monday night they aired an episode of Investigative
>Reports on child beauty pageants.

Aren't these pageants a kind of barely disguised paedophilia? It's
not just in the US either. There's a Mini Miss France Beauty Pageant
too. (Saw a pic of a winner, Miss Cinderella Dubois (aged about 8)
in a very revealing one piece swimsuit. Wow!) The media are also
VERY aware of the public's fascination for stories involving both
children and sex (remember the Jon Benet Ramsey media frenzy?).
It seems that a large part of the general population have closet
pedo feelings, don't you think? So, what is "normal"?

>Does anybody know why there's
>virtually no erotic stories about LG's on the internet?

Why not write some, then? I once wrote a comic, erotic parody of
Alice in Wonderland, but then was too chicken to post it anywhwere!
It's probably rubbish, anyway. I'm no Carroll or Nabokov :-)

take care,

'Moomin' (formerly 'Moonmin'!)
-------------------------------------------------------------------




Ex Astris (formerly erroneously identified as 'Ex Libris') writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear Gentle Ben,

I must say as one who has experience in writing that you have a talent for
putting your thoughts into words. Please do not stop in telling us of your
life. I'd like to say that I admire your strength. It is difficult sometimes
to maintain chastity under such stress, but if the situation calls for it,
it's worth it to know that an lg has benefited from it in the end.

--

Dear 'Pegassus' (I'll spell it like you do),

You wrote of something that I have been giving a lot of thought to lately.
Unconditional, pure, basic, the pure essence of the word LOVE. I have never
once found or heard of an adult who could offer such a thing. Part of me
must believe that there is a woman out there who will, and I will find her.
If I do not believe that, then there is nothing to keep me alive. My dear
childhood love, Debbie, is the only person I have ever met who offered such
love. But after only two years together, she and I were separated only until
recently. And unfortunately she "grew up" inside, while I didn't. I maybe a
butterfly on the outside but I'm still a caterpillar on the inside who
needs a woman of the same make. I still love my Debbie, but she apparently
'died' in the cocoon of adolescence.

--

Dear 'Candice',

In a way I can't blame you for slapping your boyfriend. If I discovered my
girlfriend longing over nudes of other males, I would feel as if I was
physically inadequate, or at least lacking in some way. And unfortunately
you're right: little girls do grow up, the same as little boys. Only I
stayed a little boy in regards to some aspects of my personality. Those
aspects cause me to hate the flesh I inhabit. I wish I could be perpetually
pre-pubescent and have a mate in the same condition. I would never want to
make a girl feel inadequate as she grew up. I know from experience that
whenever I have truly loved a girl, I continue loving her on into
adolesence, regardless of whether my physical attraction for her changes. I
think with most gl's, attraction never really vanishes, but changes and
evolves. I am physically attracted to some 4yr olds, some 10yr olds, some 16
yr olds, some 24yr olds, etc. But not in the same way. If I were to fall in
love with you at age 10 for example, chances are if the relationship
continued on into your adulthood, my love and attraction for you would not
vanish. But as circumstances change, emotional responses change. I would
still be attracted to and part of me would long for a little girl's body,
there is such a dichotomy between the two attractions, that it would not
diminish from you in any way. I hope you found this insight helpful.

--

Dear Go Pre-teen,

Thank you for the thought-provoking response and advice.

I do not personally subscribe to the afterlife belief, but I do
believe in being virtuous in life. And before the question arises, I'm not
an Epicurean. I think over the course of the next year I will search my
heart out and give a lot of thought to teaching the young. Since this school
year has already begun, at least I have a lot of time to consider and plan
for the next.

Keep it true friends,

'Ex Astris'
------------------------------------------------------------




''Tsarevitch' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Bonjour, tout le monde!

Hi, this dispatch is my first communication with this forum
despite being a member of it for about 6 months or so.
After reading a multitude of 'confessions' from many of
you, I have garnered enough nerve to mail in a cursory
bio about myself (Volume I).  (Insert here - one
obligatory apology for length of piece and one for
poor formatting of message due to ignorance of the
forum's e-mail standards)

To keep it vague, I live on the Atlantic side of the
United States.  I am 28 years old.  I first realized
that I was 'different' in around middle school, in
about 4th grade as I was always extremely shy and
could count the number of true friends I had on
one hand and still have 4 fingers left to count.

I usually babysat myself then using only the
television as my best friend.  From the age of
12 (give or take a year), I had became somewhat
conscious of my attraction to girls (and yes
sometimes boys) who were between the ages of 5 -
10 years of age.  I would 'satisfy' my longings
by watching cartoons, especially ones like "My
Little Pony" so I could worship the girls in the
commercials; watching kids shows as well like the
Canadian -- Nickelodeon show, You Can't Do That
On Television; etc. . . .  My 'pornography' came
from the Sunday newspaper department store
advertisements (Note:  There seemed to be more
children underwear advertisements back then
than now . . .)

To clarify my social position, I must first
admit that I am still a virgin.  I have never
had sex with neither a child (including playing
doctor - what a deprived life I lead) nor with
any of my peers.  Up and until now, I have only
been on two or three dates in my short but
failing romantic life.  I do have a few peer
female friends but I could never (though I rarely
do try hard enough) attempted to entice any of
the single ones into a sexual relationship,
(Hell, since my last date 5 years ago, I have
only requested for a date twice of two separate
girls among my peers, both rejections).  I can
honestly say that out of the 3 girls whom I
ever asked for a date, I was never sexually
attracted to either.  Of all the three, I can
claim a strong emotional and intellectual
attraction to them.  Hopefully, these statements
might answer Candice's query on a possible
relationship between a lg and a gl (myself) if
it went beyond the hypothetical scene and lasted
until the girl grew up until an adult.  If I did
get a chance to 'live' with a lg, hopefully our
romantic life would evolve into a close strong
friendship if the sexual attraction ever died
out after the inevitable 'sexual , blossoming'
of the child.

--

Bandersnatch' wrote in answer to what 'J' wrote:
>>I am all over the net and probably have
>>in excess of 20 e-mail accounts!! On every one of them, my password is
>>this angel's name.
>
>Err, bit of a security risk there, 'J'?

Not necessarily so!  I have three or four active
e-mail accounts.  With three of them, I have an
extra 'firewall' installed.  I did not use my real
name and persona when establishing them.  Am I have
in believing that if the illicit e-mail was
intercepted then it could not be traced back
to me, if the account holder is officially
from an untraceable alias.
>
>'Common Sense' wrote:
>By the way, child pornography disgusts me but I've been looking for
>some pornographic stories with LG's.  I don't find anything wrong
>with it since it doesn't hurt anybody. But the only thing I've been
>able to find is stories with boys.  Does anybody know why there's
>virtually no erotic stories agout LG's on the internet?

Yes 'Common Sense' there are many erotic lg
stories on the net.  Many of them unfortunately are
incest-related.

--

Here is a couple of quick poll questions (probably been asked many
times before, so please forgive my ignorance) for those in the forum:

A. What is the forum's (individually) position on child erotica,
(Sally Mann; Jock Sturges; etc. . .)?
B. At what point does child erotica become child pornography?

Re: child-sex porn stories - harmful to:
A. The reader of or
B. children in general or
C. Both or
D. No one, child-sex stories are at worst only thought crimes...

  [ 'D' is what a Canadian Supreme Court recent decided. My own opinion is
     that such stories can be 'harmful' in some ways if the reader has
     no loving contact and conversation with 'real' girls. ]

--

>Somebody wrote, and Ianthe answered:
>>Secondly, there is mention on the ASGL FAQ of PGP-encrypted >ASGL
>>mailings.  I would greatly appreciate this as an added security
>>measure.  Is this imminent, and if so, what version[s] of PGP
>>will be supported?
>
>>[ It might be supported, it seems possible to encrypt
>>to multiple keys in PGP 6. Anyone else really want
>>this ?  ROT-13 would be easier for me but obviously not
>>as secure for you. ]
>
>My answer:  no, it is fine just the way it has been for years!
>'Cindy'

I second that motion as the above technical jargon had
gone miles above my head!  PGP?  ROT - 13? HUH?????

  [ ROT-13 is a simple cypher system which is built into
    most half-decent e-mail applications. Trivially easy to
    break, though, if the person looking at it suspects it's
    something other than Yiddish ascii :) Here's an example
    to test...

     Znel unq n yvggyr ynzo,
     gur yvggyr crei!  ]

Well - Sorry, again, for the rambling - Though I must leave
something to say for the next message!

Faithfully Yours,

'Tsarevitch'.

PS- What is the best way to send in one's message?  Ianthe had
suggested writing it in on the Notepad program.  Can one
e-mail it directly from there, or does one cut and paste
it to ones e-mail account?  Help me please, so that I too
would not be guilty of making too much work for our much
beloved host, Ianthe!

------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Yes, you'd need to 'cut and paste' it onto your e-mail application. ]
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  [ Press-cuttings round-up ]

* UK: _Civil rights groups protest teacher-pupil law_
* UK: _Minister launches campaign to teach girls how to 'say no'_
* UK: _Teen pregnancies 'have not risen in the last 20 years'_
* USA: _Online chat is sting of choice in paedophile cases_
* USA: _FBI Net porn stings contested_
* Thailand: _Child exploitation campaign faltering_
* USA: _Pedophile castrated in jail cell_
* UK: _e-Minister stuggles to defends government action on
encryption while privacy-rights expert blasts e-commerce bill_
* Art report - Judy Fox
* Movie news - The Jaundiced Eye
* Software news - CGI Proxy



UK:
----------------------------------------------------------

18th Sept 1999

CIVIL rights groups last night criticised proposed
legislation that will see teachers prosecuted and
jailed if they have sexual relationships with 16-
or 17-year-old pupils.

Scotland is to be included in legislation planned
for the next session of parliament at Westminster,
which includes the proposal as an addition to the
bill to equalise the age of consent at 16 for
heterosexuals and homosexuals.

The Home Office yesterday issued guidelines which
urged organisations in both the public and private
sector to draw up codes of conduct to discourage
sexual relationships between older people in
positions of trust and people between 16 and 18.

However, the legislation will only make such
relationships a criminal offence where the young
people are in full-time education, in care or
hospital, or are housed in a young offender's
institution.

Representatives of the teaching profession have
already expressed concern about the move, but
Lord Bassam, a Home Office minister, said the
Government felt it necessary to have a criminal
law in the area.

"The Government has been very clear in this and
it is our intention in the next parliamentary
session to re-introduce the Sexual Offences Bill
which was sadly defeated earlier this year," he
told BBC Radio 4's Today programme.

Lord Bassam said that there was widespread public
and parental concern and denied that the law was
a "sledgehammer to crack a nut."

Douglas Hamilton, the assistant director of the
Scottish Human Rights Centre, said last night that
the new law could unfairly criminalise legitimate
relationships, in which there was no abuse of trust.

He said: "At 16 people are deemed old enough to
make choices for themselves, and the law as it
stands respects the fact that they are capable
of making decisions about sexual relationships.

"It is conceivable to think of a situation where
you have a perfectly legitimate relationship
covered by this new legislation.

"For example, a 17-year-old at a further
education college could start a relationship
with a tutor of just 22.

"It would be perfectly OK for them to develop
a consenting relationship with no pressure,
but it could technically come within the terms
of this legislation and that, to me, seems
ridiculous."

He added that he would prefer to see teachers
and other professionals in a position of
responsibility covered by a code of conduct
rather than criminal law.

A Scottish executive spokeswoman said that
ministers in Edinburgh had agreed that
Scotland should be covered by the provisions
of the Westminster bill, although separate
guidelines similar to those in England will
be issued north of the border.

She said: "A code for Scotland is being prepared
by the Scottish executive in light of the
responses we have received from a separate
consultation exercise to the one carried out
in England and Wales.

--
--

The Labour MP behind the new legislation is
reported by the British press - Sunday 26th -
to have had a love affair with her former
history master, becoming his teenage bride.

------------------------------------------------------------




UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

September 24 1999

_Minister launches campaign to teach girls how to 'say no'_

GPs AND family planning clinics should teach teenage
girls who come to them for the Pill how to say no to sex,
the Government said yesterday.

Tessa Jowell, the Public Health Minister, said that new sex
and relationship guidelines for teenagers, would be published
by the Government next year.

She has summoned the editors of teen magazines, journalists
and broadcasters to a crisis meeting to explore ways in
which they can work with the Government to help to reduce
teenage pregnancy rates.

Ms Jowell told a conference organised by the Family Policy
Studies Centre and the Family Planning Association: "I
don't think anyone should underestimate how many of our
children are sexually active."

The Health Minister blamed teenage promiscuity on the media
that bombarded children with images of sex from a very
young age. It was hardly surprising, she added, that
teenagers should think being sexually active was the norm
when sex was used to sell everything from cars to ice
cream.

"If a child is encouraged by advertising to think that
having sex will make them an adult, we need to find ways to
tell them it isn't so. If they think that everyone their
age is having sex, we need to tell them they're not. These
powerful communicators, the youth media, can help us do
that," she said.

Ms Jowell said she also wanted to bring advertisers on
board. "I don't see why the devil should have all the good
adverts."

--

EDITORS of teen magazines for girls refused yesterday to
accept blame for Britain's high rate of teenage pregnancy
and for contributing to a climate that pressurised girls to
have under-age sex.

Far from adding to the problem, they said, they provided
the only source of realistic and practical advice about sex
and contraception that young girls felt they could trust.

Kerry Parnell, editor of *Bliss*, whose core readership is
aged 15 to 16, said that because images of sex were
everywhere it was often wrongly assumed that teenagers
understood all about getting pregnant. "We don't publish
features about sex or sex tips. But we do provide advice. I
know from the letters we get that our readers really don't
know very much about sex. We have a letter this week from a
girl asking if you can become infertile by having your
belly-button pierced."

Sarah Brewer, agony aunt for the rival magazine *Sugar*,
said that despite all the emphasis that is placed on sex
education, schools and parents were still failing properly
to explain even the basic facts of life to their children,
let alone the emotional aspects of relationships. "A lot
think that you can't get pregnant the first time or if you
have not yet started your periods, all of which is untrue,"
she said.

The November issue of *Sugar* carries a frank article on
first-time sex, which deals with questions such as
"Will I get pregnant?", "Will my parents be able to tell
I've lost my virginity?" and "Now that he has slept with me
will he get bored with me?"

The rival *J17* has answers to a question from a
16-year-old girl about her boyfriend's erections and one
from a 13-year-old who is still a virgin but wants to know
about orgasms.

Lucie Tobin, editor of *Mizz*, which is aimed at 11 to
13-year-olds, said that although teen magazines played a
vital role in helping to educate girls about avoiding
unwanted pregnancy, there was little they could for the
girls who wanted a baby. "We get letters from girls who
really want to have a baby because they want someone to
love them unconditionally. They think it will help them to
be taken seriously. That is more difficult for us to deal
with."

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

September 24th 1999

_TEEN PREGNANCIES 'HAVE NOT RISEN IN THE PAST 20 YEARS'_

THE RECENT upsurge in concern over teenage pregnancy is
ill-founded because the number of girls and young women
becoming pregnant has not changed in the past 20 years,
according to a report today.

The analysis of teenage pregnancy by the Family Policy
Studies Centre, (FPSC) a leading research organisation, has
found that although the United Kingdom has the highest rate
of teenage births in Western Europe, it has remained fairly
static since the early 1980s. Many countries, including
Sweden, Denmark and Norway, have seen their teenage birth
rates fall because of an increase in abortion rates rather
than fewer young women becoming pregnant.

Teenage motherhood has only become an issue in our society
because these young parents cannot support themselves and
are forced to rely on state benefits [welfare], said
Ceridwen Roberts, director of the centre. "Societal values
about teenage mothers have changed. The numbers are similar
but 30 years ago they might have given their babies up or
had shotgun marriages... It is the income situation of
these couples that has changed. Thirty years ago teenage
parents were much more likely to be able to support
themselves. There are only one or two 12-year-old mothers
each year, the vast bulk of teenage mothers are aged 17,
18, or 19. Twenty years ago this would not have been
considered too young to have children," she said.

In 1997, there were 95,500 conceptions by girls and women
under 20 - 8,300 of whom were under the age of 16. There
has been very little change in conception rates since the
early 1970s with approximately eight girls in every
thousand becoming pregnant before their 16th birthday.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Saturday, September 25, 1999

_Online Chat Is Sting of Choice in Illicit-Sex Cases_

Patrick J. Naughton, the former leader of Walt
Disney Co.'s online efforts who last week was arrested on
sex charges by the FBI, couldn't seem to avoid undercover
agents in the seedy chat rooms he is accused of
frequenting.

Just last month, he had at least two undercover agents
competing for his virtual affections. Both were posing as
13-year-old girls from Los Angeles, and both were coyly
traipsing through a chat room known to be a place where
older men solicit underage girls like wolves trolling for
Little Red Riding Hoods.

FBI officials say it's possible he was also
unwittingly carrying on with undercover agents from other
FBI offices around the country. Hundreds of officers
conduct identical stings every day on behalf of agencies
ranging from the U.S. Customs Service to the Redondo Beach
Police Department.

[...]

The 34-year-old Seattle resident is just one of
roughly 230 suspects nationwide targeted by the FBI for
alleged attempts to solicit sex from minors just in the
past six months.

[...]

The 230 cases are more than double the number from all
of last year, illustrating the growth in the Internet as a
hangout for sexual predators.

[...]

"In the past 10 years we've handled about 4,000 cases"
of sexually abused children, said Erin Sorensen, director
of a children's advocacy center in Chicago. "Maybe five of
them were molested by people they first met on the
Internet."

Agencies in Southern California and elsewhere report
similar statistics.

[...]

Merely chatting on the Net about sex is not illegal.
But under a 1994 federal law, it is a crime to travel from
one state to another with intent to have sex with a minor.
Naughton faces up to 15 years in prison if convicted.

Compared to other types of criminal investigations,
such as banking fraud or drug smuggling, running Internet
sex stings is almost effortless.

All it requires is an agent with a computer, Internet
access and a little patience. There's no need for
surveillance equipment because all the evidence is right
there on the computer, as easy to print out as a pot roast
recipe. The biggest hassle is showing up at the designated
meeting spot to arrest the suspect.

 [Ianthe's comment:  and finding a police officer who
 looks young enough at a distance.]

[...]

Few cases go to trial. Most suspects are middle-income
white males who cringe at the prospect of having their
sexual fantasies read aloud before a jury. FBI officials
say their conviction rate exceeds 99%.

[...] So simple that law enforcement agencies across the
country are scrambling to set up stings of their own. Aden
said the FBI has offered sex sting instruction to agencies
ranging from the Riverside County Sheriff's Department to
prosecutors from New Zealand.

In Southern California, eight agencies have assigned
undercover officers to do sting work as part of an
FBI-coordinated program called the Sex Assault Felony
Enforcement Team. Still others operate their own
investigations, including the police departments in Long
Beach and Redondo Beach.

FBI officials say their investigations alone have
produced 337 convictions since 1995. And that number will
probably continue to soar, given that more than 1,400 new
cases--one-third of which involve online solicitation --
have been opened just in the last 18 months.

 [ Ianthe's comment: In 1998 FBI director Louis Freeh
 testified to the Senate about Innocent Images, admitting
 that after four years and millions of $s of funding, only
 83 cases had resulted in convictions.  The huge subsequent
 rise in conviction figures has thus been "massaged"
 upwards through a rush to relatively easy and cost-effective
 'sting' operations, grabbing headlines and securing yet
 more funds. ]

Congress awarded the FBI $10 million last year to expand
its nationwide sting operation, called "Innocent Images."

[...]

Some are beginning to question the dimensions of the effort.

"It's probably overkill," said Shari Steele, director
of legal services for the Electronic Frontier Foundation.
"At least half the 13-year-old girls in chat rooms are
probably policemen."

Others wonder whether the program is more effective at
putting Internet users behind bars than protecting
children.

Of all the people arrested in the FBI's stings over
the last five years, a small number had molested children.
But FBI officials acknowledge that, as far as they know,
none of the suspects had ever molested a child with whom
initial contact was made over the Net.

What's more, the few documented cases in which that
has happened have tended to involve online encounters
between adults and children in mainstream chat rooms and
Web sites. Teens are far more likely to hang out there than
in the hard-core sex chat rooms clogged with undercover
agents.

[...]

-----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_FBI Net porn stings contested_

September 22nd 1999

When a star executive at the helm of Walt Disney's Web
sites was charged last week with soliciting sex from a
13-year-old girl he met on the Internet, the arrest was
shocking -- but not unprecedented.

By trolling the Net disguised as young girls and boys, FBI
agents have arrested more than 700 people on charges of
trafficking in child pornography or luring minors across
state lines for sexual encounters, according to the bureau.
Moreover, the FBI's Innocent Images program, which focuses
on these crimes, has received $10 million in funding in the
last two years, and new investigative teams are being
formed across the country.

But as these local and federal Net stings proliferate,
civil liberties groups and defense attorneys are closely
monitoring the operations, and some convictions are being
challenged on constitutional grounds.

One case under appeal involves an award-winning journalist
who was sentenced to 18 months in prison for possessing
child porn, after his defense -- that he was doing research
for an article -- was rejected by the court.

"We have been watching these cases. The potential problems
range from entrapment to illegal search and seizures," said
American Civil Liberties Union [http://www.aclu.org/] staff
attorney Ann Beeson.

_The former Infoseek exec_

Most of the arrests resemble the widely publicized
apprehension of Infoseek executive vice president Patrick
Naughton, 34, who oversaw Disney's Go Network. Infoseek,
which is part-owned by Disney, says Naughton is no longer
an employee.

Naughton was taken into custody last Thursday in
California. According to the FBI, Naughton agreed to meet a
teenage girl for the purpose of having sex after he
encountered her online. The teen turned out to be an
undercover agent.

Naughton, who won notoriety for his work creating Sun
Microsystem's Java programming language, could
face up to 15 years in prison on the charges.
According to a report in the Los Angeles Times,
Naughton, who did not enter a plea, was ordered to
post a $100,000 bond. He faces arraignment Oct. 12.

"We have no shortage of targets," said special agent Peter
Gulotta, an FBI spokesman in Baltimore, where the Innocent
Images program was started. "Just as a kid doesn't know who
they are talking to, pedophiles don't know who they are
talking to either."

None of the FBI's Innocent Images convictions has been
overturned, agent Gulotta said.

Naughton was charged with interstate travel with the
intention of having sex with a minor. Aside from the
possible claim of entrapment, which is extremely difficult
to prove, the arrest doesn't raise a host of constitutional
issues, according to legal experts.

"The principle behind entrapment is that the government
may not try to persuade someone to commit a crime who
wouldn't otherwise do it," said Eugene Volokh, a law
professor at the University of California at Los Angeles.

_Barring dirty talk_

But other suspects who have been arrested in California
also have been charged under a state penal code that
targets sexually explicit communication with minors over
the Net. The statute, which does bring up constitutional
questions, prohibits using email or the Net to "knowingly"
expose minors to any "harmful" matter with the intent of
seducing, arousing, or sexually gratifying them.

The California law firm of Clancy, Weisinger &Associates
is defending a handful of clients charged under the act.
The firm's attorneys argue that the law is unconstitutional
because it is impossible to establish the age of a Net
user. In addition, the attorneys said that fear of
prosecution stifles the speech of online users who are
simply role playing or speaking within their First
Amendment rights.

"The Net is a masquerade ball: Everyone is great at sex,
everyone is handsome, women can be men, men can be women,
and cops can be little girls," said John Forsyth, an
attorney at the firm. "There is no way you can tell the age
of anyone on the Net, so it's impossible to enforce this
law."

In a hearing set for October, the firm will try to
overturn charges against a man from Alameda County,
California, who was arrested after setting up a meeting
while online with a person identified as a 14-year-old girl
who was really a local police officer. The nature of the
meeting was not sexual, which is why police didn't charge
the man with attempted child molestation, Forsyth said.

"My client expected [to meet] a 33-year-old bored
housewife," Forsyth contended.

In his brief challenging the California law, Forsyth cites
the Supreme Court's 1997 decision to throw out portions of
the federal Communications Decency Act, which made it a
felony to display or transmit "indecent" Net content that
could be exposed to minors. The court's majority opinion
stated that the statute chilled free speech and that "there
is no effective way to determine the identity or the age of
a user who is accessing material through
email... newsgroups, or chat rooms."

But UCLA's Volokh says that if a Net user states that he
or she is a minor, it could be hard for Forsyth to use this
age-verification argument to absolve a client.

"If indeed he was just having a discussion with someone he
thought was 40 and she turned out to be 13, then he would
have a strong constitutional defense," Volokh said. "But if
the person said she was 13, and he expressed belief that
she was 13, then he doesn't have that defense."

"They have to have the intent to travel with the intent to
have sex with someone they perceive to be a minor -- just
talking about it is not a federal crime," Volokh said.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Thailand/ECPAT:
-----------------------------------------------------------

24th September 1999

_Child exploitation campaign faltering_

A conference of children's rights workers gathered in
Bangkok was told there is still a lack of political
will and concrete action on the issue.

Activist Carol Smolenski told activists from more than
50 countries, attending the conference to review
implementation of the World Congress against
Commercial Sexual Exploitation of Children, that
122 countries joined the congress. But so far only
19 have come up with national plans to combat child
prostitution and pornography.

Smolenski said that up to a quarter of foreign
child-sex offenders in countries such as Thailand,
Taiwan, the Philippines, Sri Lanka and Costa Rica
were from the United States.

But since legislation to punish U.S. citizens that
commit child-sex offenses abroad was adopted five
years ago, only two people have been prosecuted,
she said.

-----------------------------------------------------------



USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

_Pedophile castrated in jail cell_

OKLAHOMA CITY - A convicted child molester was attacked by
a cellmate in an Oklahoma prison and his penis was cut off,
the state corrections department said yesterday.

John HB, 52, remained in critical condition in a
local hospital nearly three weeks after the Sept. 3
assault, which only became public because of a newspaper
report.

Doctors were unable to reattach Brown's penis, state
corrections department spokesman Jerry Massie said.

Massie said prison officials accused inmate James Todd
Frosig of knocking Brown down and stomping on his head
before allegedly cutting off Brown's penis with a razor
blade. Frosig had been Brown's cellmate for two days at the
time of the assault.

Massie said jailed child molesters were targets of
violence or threats from fellow inmates. "I think they
can be at some risk because of the nature of the crime,"
he said.

Brown was transferred to Oklahoma in 1988 from Minnesota
because of threats against him from other convicts.

Frosig was serving time for nonviolent convictions. He was
charged with assault and battery with a deadly weapon and
one count of maiming.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Encryption news:
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UK

23rd Sep 1999

_e-Minister stuggles to defends government action on
encryption while privacy-rights expert blasts e-commerce bill_

Newly appointed e-Minister Patricia Hewitt was forced to
defend the controversial e-commerce bill Thursday from
civil liberties campaigners, who maintain the bill is a
threat to basic civil rights.

Speaking at the Scrambling for Safety conference in London,
Hewitt tried to reassure critics of the bill that they have
nothing to fear from government. She later admitted this
was not always true. "In some cases, government action
itself is a threat to freedom," Hewitt said. "But it is
only action by government and law enforcement that can
protect individuals."

Prompted by questions from the floor, Hewitt had to justify
the inclusion of law-enforcement clauses in the e-commerce
bill, which, she claimed, was a necessary response to the
fact "crime has gone electronic and global".

Under government proposals, the police will have the power
to demand individuals hand over decryption keys if they are
under suspicion. Failure to comply could result in a two
year prison sentence, which breaks the rules of the
European Convention on Human Rights, according to lawyer
and civil liberties campaigner Nicholas Bohm. "The
Convention states that individuals have certain rights,
such as innocent until proven guilty and the right not to
incriminate oneself," he said. "The e-commerce bill
reverses the burden of proof."

Alan Duncan, shadow spokesman of Trade and Industry, gave
an example of how government proposals could affect the
innocent. "If someone who didn't like me sent me encrypted
child pornography and tipped off the police, they could
come round and demand I hand over decryption keys. As I
wouldn't be able to do so, I would be going to prison for
two years," he said.

Hewitt, who is an ex-secretary general of Liberty, denied
that the proposals reversed the burden of proof but was
unable to explain why she had reached that conclusion.

----------------------------------------------------------



Art report:
----------------------------------------------------------

Judy Fox *Sphinx Chapel*

April 25 - May 25 1996

In her installation *Sphinx Chapel* at
P.P.O.W., Judy Fox intimately explores the
riddle of the child's body as a meeting
point of the erotic and the divine. Modelled
in clay and naturalistically painted in
delicate pink and brown casein, Fox's life-
sized figures of naked children have the
fleshy physicality of Duane Hanson
sculptures combined with the subtly
subversive sexuality of Sally Mann
photographs.

Each of the seven figures (ranging from
chubby toddlers to barely blooming
prepubescent girls) represents a different
heroic or mythological character, indicated
through an economical cultural shorthand of
pose, gesture, and hairstyle. Two toddlers --
a solemnly introverted* Dying Gaul *and
a beatific *Friar Tuck *with a monk's
fringe encircling his bald pate -- welcome the
viewer into the front alcove. In the main
gallery, a pig-tailed *Attila* aims an
invisible bow and arrow at a juvenile
*Chinese Courtesan *, frozen in a seductive and
intricately stylized gestural dance. An
angelic, blond-ringletted *Delilah* and a
puerile *Olympia*, one hand coyly draped over
her bare pubis, lounge silently at the
sidelines. Presiding over the group with a
hieratic nobility is the *Sphinx*, a young
girl with her back arched at an impossible
angle, her arms thrown back in a kind of
benediction, her blond pigtails terminating
in horn-like points. While each figure seems
plucked from its own private universe, they
are linked to each other through a
paradoxical blend of humanity and heroicism,
vulnerability and worldliness.

----------------------------------------------------------



Movie news:
----------------------------------------------------------


The Jaundiced Eye, 1999. A SomFord Entertainment
presentation of a Fifth Estate
production in association with Pyedog Productions.
Writer-director Nonny de la Pena.
Producer Dan Gifford. Principal cinematographer
Bestor Cram. 1 hour, 29 minutes.

Produced by the Academy Award nominated team behind
Waco: The Rules Of Engagement, The
Jaundiced Eye portrays the more than 10 years of
trial and trauma of Stephen Mathews, a gay father.
Based on a so-called "scientific" test which can
give false positive results, Mathews and his own
father were wrongfully convicted of sexually
abusing Stephan's child. Reveals how bias about
sexual orientation can spiral out of control
within an atmosphere of institutionalized witchhunting.

Preview, from the New Times Los Angeles:

"Nonny de la Pena's documentary focuses on the kind
of small-town justice in which people see exactly
what they want or expect to see; in this case, that
 a homosexual man and his entire family 'must' be
child molesters. Both Stephan Matthews, who came
out while married, and his father Melvin, a
God-fearing, heterosexual bait salesman, were
sentenced to 18-35 years in prison for allegedly
molesting Stephen's five-year-old son (Stephen's
mother narrowly escaped a similar sentence).

The only real evidence against them was the
child's testimony (which the moves effectively
deconstructs as the result of improper interrogation
techniques) and a highly suspect Chlamydia [yeast
infection] test. It's telling that the harshest
accusers in the case (the mother, the boy's stepdad,
and the boy himself, 10 years later) declined to
participate fully with the filmmaker, and seem more
angry that Stephen is gay than at any other offense.
Certainly Stephen and his father as shown on-screen
do not seem capable of the crimes with which they
were charged (in spite of absolutely no physical
evidence), which include anally raping the child
with a machete. The camera follows them through
repeated tragedies toward a final triumph, in
which the verdict is overturned when an
incarcerated Stephen takes matters into his
own hands and goes over the case himself.

Throughout, director de la Pena weaves together
a taut, heartfelt, and often shocking view of
the double standard homosexuals face in the USA's
heartland (in this case, Michigan), and even
manages time for the rare moments of humor and
beauty that can be found amidst such hatred
and persecution."

The LA Times wrote:

Nonny de la Pena's The Jaundiced Eye, a documentary
chronicling a terrible miscarriage of justice strung
out over a decade, is a real-life family horror story.
[...] De La Pena is resourceful in re-creating their
ordeal, taking us to the courtroom, the jail, the
prison and all other salient locales while we hear
testimony on the soundtrack, plus interviews from
those willing to speak for the record but not be
filmed. Comprehensive and thoughtful, The Jaundiced
Eye is as compelling as it is illuminating.

----------------------------------------------------------




From NTK newsletter:
----------------------------------------------------------

>> TRACKING <<
making good use of the things that we find

Just to show that we don't harbour any ill will to our
Australasian readers (hey, if geographical proximity to
idiocy was a problem, we'd all be in trouble), here's
CGI-PROXY, a tiny CGI Perl script that lets any server act
as an anonymising relayer of Web pages. It should defeat any
filtering program that forbids by URL. It has a subset of
the standard proxy spin-offs, too: pages can be served
without images, cookies can be filtered, and adverts
ignored. Having an open proxy is begging to have your
bandwidth sucked away, but make friends with a geek in
another country with cgi access, and you'll have password
protected surfing until they prise your history logs for
your cold blue fingers. Works for most corporate filters
too!

http://www.jmarshall.com/tools/cgiproxy/

----------------------------------------------------------
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'Spike' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

'Brother Chubba' wrote:
>Well, It's Saturday, and I was WORKING last night (damn)
>and I'm working tonight (damn)!  But Sarah still slept
>at my house last night, My step-father watched her.  I
>told her that she could wake me up early since she would
>be asleep by the time I got back.  Well, this morning,
>at 7:20am she came into my room, her nightdress still on
>and climbed in bed beside me to watch the Saturday
>morning cartoons (two of which I actually watch anyway!)
>We were quite content, until she decided to mount me
>again as I lay down this time.  She started rubbing
>herself against me. [...] Anyway, by the time we
>had finished, we HAD seen each-others private parts.
>[...] Well if that wasn't that most eventful two hours
>of my life, nothing was!  I still got to see my shows!
>(fondling and being fondled thoughout)  I must note
>that I never ejaculated at all during this incident.
>Anyway, I'll write for the last time tomorrow after
>my last morning with Sarah.
>
>--
>
>It's Sunday, and this morning was as eventful as
>yesterday!  She is so much fun to be around and I just
>wonder how the relationship will develop over the next few
>years.  Well, I hope you can all comment constructively
>on what you have read here (If Ianthe doesn't hack a lot
>of it out) and, of course, I'll keep in touch.
>
[snip]

All I have to say is BE CAREFUL!!! I'll get out of the pulpit now.
LOL... anyways, I envy you. I have my own lg and she is lovely! BTW a update,
I have'nt made a bold move yet, BUT, I was extremely overwelmed with her the
other day. I was bathing her, (as the usual ritual goes just before bedtime)
and she was paying extra attention to the middle of her legs. She kept
looking down there and I asked her what she was doing. I thought it was
kinda comical, and she said that she was trying to see if she had any hair
yet. I told her probably not until she was 11 or 12 would she see any hair
on her. She asked me if I had hair. I said of course I do. She wanted to
see, so after I had gotten her out of the bath and I had dried and dressed
her in her nightie, I led her to her bedroom. Her dad was not there, he had
to pull a double shift.  She laid on the bed and as my heart was pumping so
fast I thought I was going to have a heart attack, I pulled my pants down
enough so she can see my hair. She reached and touched my pelvis. I thought
I was going to lose it right there! She looked up at me again and asked
me to pull them down more, I wanted to, but I '. I can't say for sure
why I didn't but I didn't. I just told her that was enough for today
and maybe later on. She looked kinda disappointed and laid back down
on the bed. I told her it was bedtime. I read her a story and she
asked me if later on that she could see my "thing" as she called it
and I told her maybe. She smiled, and I kissed her goodnite and she
 rolled over. I got up and cut off the light. Maybe it's the fear of
losing a relationship with her, maybe it's the fear of her telling someone,
or even changing her mind, but I didn't do anything with or to her. I don't
know why, one day I'll understand it.

--

I met a wonderful little girl the other day. I'll call her Kristi. She is
VERY cute and sexy as hell! She is about 10-11, has the cutest freckles
across the nose, and she has red hair. When I first saw her, I thought she
was BEAUTIFUL! My heart leaped and my stomach did somersaults. I think I am
in love. I met her do to my grandfather had died and I went to my mom's
house and all the family and friends were there. Well, this Kristie was
there, and my mom introduced me to Kristi's mom and Kristi, her name is
Sarah. I never met them before, or at least I don't think I have, but
Sarah remembered me when I was a kid. She is single and had Kristi out of
wedlock, She's 32, I am mid-twenties and Sarah had an instant liking for
me. Kristi did too, and it was almost like she was competing with her
mom to hold my attention. I couldn't believe it, Sarah was like a
bigger version of Kristi and is very attractive. I have a date with
Sarah next Friday night, I am very attracted to her mom, but Kristi
is the one I love. I hope to find what this will lead to, BTW, I
am not related to either of them.

'Spike'
--------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

'Humbert II' wrote:
>Within the space of 6 months to a couple of years after
>this, she had hit puberty fully and we drifted apart. I
>will go into more detail in future correspondence about
>this and highlighted memories that stick out.

Please do. I think this will help me gain insight into the
mental process Jade will be going through in the next
couple years.

>Eventually she got through her teens and now we are fairly close,
> but we never really talk about these things from our childhood,
>and though she still flirts and flashes, there is a
>cautious distance there as well. This whole evolution
>really deserves it's own separate e-mail.

This promises to be very instructive, Humbert.  I can't wait to
read it.

--

"Candice" wrote:
>-- No. I didn't slap [my boyfriend] because of Fresh Petals. I slapped
>him because of seeing that Laika kid on his computer screen

Something about this post really kind of blows me away. The
intensity, the pain, the cry for understanding...  Candice,
you can't slap Laika away. She is sort of the apex of the
girl-child dream, pure, sweet, beautiful. It is as much
simply an appreciation of beauty to stare at her nude body
as it is some kind of idolatry on a GL's part.

You ask tough and poignant questions that deserve answers.
I don't know how old you are but I am guessing mid teens
or so. You feel somehow passed by, and there is nothing
you can do about it. This is painful, no doubt.

You say you can't go back, you can't change. This is true.
We can only be what we are at any given moment.  On the other
hand, your boy friend can't change either. It is not a
rejection of you which causes him to feel desire for a
little girl. It is in his psyche, it is a feeling too
impossibly powerful for any man who experiences it, to
fight.  He can't help feeling swept away when he sees
the naked body of a girl child and imagines being able to
love that girl in a way which society makes impossible. My
words cannot do justice to the power that the sight of a
pbg can have on men like us.

>Little girls GROW UP. I couldn't stop the ageing process any better
>than anyone else.

No, you can't.  This sword cuts both ways. Realize that
we men grow older too and
become less physically desirable to the objects of our
affection too. You think it doesn't hurt like hell when
my Jade says she is attracted to some young, hot rock
star?  Do you not think I'd give anything to be 20 years
younger?  Yet, I can only be what I am and hope she
will love me anyway.

>And if he loves me now... he says he does... then why
>is little still better? Or would he just love me MORE. Can girl-lovers
>really love girls who are almost women? How? If you say you are a
>GIRL lover... ?

As I said before,  little is only better because he
is hopelessly attracted to the lure
of lgs; their relative innocence, their inexperience,
their wonder at new things, their delight in simple
play, their unjaded view of life; there are a million
reasons.

When a girl gets older a lot of these traits simply
disappear, to be replaced, to be sure, by greater
understanding, sexual awakening, the ability to
consciously give and sacrifice to a relationship,
and these are traits which are also able to excite
love I think.  But this does not negate a gl's
basic attraction to lg's. He will always experience
this.

>What if you had a little girl friend (the age of your choice) and
>you stayed together for ages. She would start to get older, develop,
>be a woman. Would you stay? Or would you go because you've gotten
>what YOU wanted?

This is the heart of the matter, Candice. I am in
just such a situation now. I very much would want
to stay with my Jade even when she grows up. I
believe I will always love her and feel attraction
to her,  partly because I have known her at this
young age. Perhaps if your friend had known you as
a child he would always see you as a child and always
want you as you want to be wanted. Even if my J
ultimately stays with me, I could not say I would
not still be attracted to little girls. I will be,
I know it. But understand:  That would not mean I
did not love her.  It has nothing to do with her It
has to do with me, my psyche, what moves me and what
always will.

In the same way, your boy friend's attraction to Laika
or any other bpg really does not have anything to
do with you, per se.  It _is_  possible for him to
love you as you are now in his own way and yet also
feel an impossibly strong attraction for lg's.

I can tell you this for sure: if you foster and
understand you friend's desires you can grow closer
to him. I recently saw an old lover of mine I had
known as a teenager. She was aware of all my feelings
about this. We went to dinner one night and a young
girl came into the restaurant. She let me change seats
so I could watch the girl.  This was so beautiful.

To some extent you can _be_ his lg, in fantasy, in
the way you let him make love to you, in the way
you let him talk to you.  This will gain you a lot
more love and attention than slapping him, believe
me. It will not take away his attraction to lg's,
but it will allow you to love him and be loved by
him to the extent that that is possible.

'Easy Rider'
--------------------------------------------------------



'Liberator' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone, this is my first post here. I've been
lurking for a few months and now feel that I should
contribute. The posts on this list have made me think a
lot of things, reminded me of many experiences and
brought up many kinds of feelings. I want to thank the
posters for what they've shared with the others on the
list and I hope my post(s) will give you all something
to think about, too.

I'm a 20-something Finnish man. The way I realized what I
am seems to be different from that of other people whose
life-stories I've read. I used to hang in a BBS, trading
stuff like music and warez and porn when I was about 15.
Sometimes some of the pics were about underage girls and
there wasn't really anything strange to it. I seem to
remember that I thought it was just another thing that
was illegal but that everyone kind of accepted anyway.
At some point I moved from the BBS to the Internet.

About three years ago we had a discussion about sexuality
in a high school religion class. The teacher asked how
many of us thought that it was OK for children to have
sex with each other or with adults. I expected everyone
to raise their hand but no one did. This puzzled me
greatly for a long time. For some reason I'd never
talked about these things with my friends so I'd just
assumed it was the same for them as it was for me. So, for
me the realization of what I am was more like 'hey,
isn't everyone a girl-lover after all?' than 'hey,
am I one of those girl-lovers?'.

I've never had a girlfriend, probably because I'm not
very good with teenage/adult girls and also because most
of them don't appeal to me. When I'm with my friends I
have to fake my behavior when we see e.g. a 20-yo blonde
with big breasts since my feelings often are more of
disgust than attraction. On the other hand, when I spot
an adorable 8-yo nearby, I have to use all my will power
to keep myself from stopping everything I'm doing and
smiling and looking at her as long as she's in sight to
avoid my friends noticing anything.

Outside the Net, no one knows what I am. I tried to tell
my parents a year ago but they couldn't accept it. They
kept telling me I'm not a pedophile, the perverts in the
Net have just convinced me that I am. After a couple of
hours of discussing it, I gave in and 'realized that
they were right'. They asked me about it a couple times
afterwards to make sure I 'didn't have any such thoughts
anymore'. Nowadays I don't think they suspect anything
anymore, I've been cautious enough, but I recommend to
anyone considering to tell someone with whom he's going
to have to live with to seriously think about what will
happen if the person can't handle it. It's driving me
crazy to have to carefully consider my every move when
I'm with my parents, which is almost all the time since
I still live with them.

I can't tell any exact age range for the girls that I
like, it depends on the girl; sometimes a 2-year old
girl nearly makes me forget to breathe and sometimes a
girl almost in puberty does the same. Usually about 12
is the top age, however. The feelings that I have for
little girls can't really be put into words. I just know
that sometimes when I'm watching a little girl and she
looks back and flashes that adorable little-girl smile
to me, I can't see or hear anything but her. It's like
there's just the two of us in the universe for a while.
There were a couple of posts during the summer about the
'vibes' that little girls emit. My eyes got wet when I
read these posts. I'd thought it was just my imagination
that there was some wordless communication (the 'PLG
glow' to me) between me and the little ones. This is the
thing that has helped me believe we are right about this
whole girl-love thing, and, as 'Entropy' wrote in the
first 'vibes' post:

>That it's not just happening in our own perverted minds

I don't remember much of my childhood, I only have a few
memories, most of which are sexual or at least have a
slight sexual implication. My experiences aren't really
anything compared to some I've read about here and
elsewhere, but I'll tell them anyway to give a general
idea of my background.

I think my earliest memory of all is from the daycare
center when I was 5 or 6. There was a couch in this
room, which I think was the room in which they read
stories to us... anyway, I was sitting on the couch with a
girl about the same age as me and there was no one else
in the room. I asked the girl to take her pants off and
show me what she had there (I knew what she had there
though :). She wouldn't do it and I kept asking her,
telling her I'd show her mine if she did. Finally she
said her parents had told her never to show it to anyone
no matter what. Damn.

One interesting memory from when I was about 8 is an
educational TV show for kids about masturbation. It
explained what you should do to make yourself feel good
and showed an animation about it, for both girls and
boys. I know it sounds unbelieveable that such a show
could be shown on TV and sometimes I wonder if it was
just a dream of a perverted little boy :)

When I was about 11, our cousins were visiting us and
one of the younger girls of them, about 3 years old,
wasn't wearing any panties. We were all on the yard of
our house and she was crouched to play with something on
the ground, wearing a knee-length dress. After the first
time I saw her like this, I followed her around the rest
of the day. At one point, she went in the house by
herself and I followed her there, but so did one of her
brothers. I felt like hitting him for ruining my chances
of doing anything with her.

I've used this nick of mine, 'Liberator' for over two
years in the Net and I came up with it when I first
visited the famous Pedophile Liberation Front website.
Some of you might have read about me and my only
'real' experience there, but to those of you who
haven't, I'll tell it here.

I was babysitting this girl I'd known all her 18 months of
life (and still do) and her 3-yo brother. As I had no
experience of girls, I wanted to try touching her, to
see how she would react to it and what it would feel
like. The little angel was sleeping (it was over 1AM) as
I went to her. She was very beautiful even that young.
First I tried to fondle her still laying in her bed,
but it was too unpractical because of the high walls of
the bed, so I lifted her in my lap and sat on the floor.
I started fingering her, she just stared my in the eyes,
looking surprised more than anything else. Occassionally
she smiled or seemed to be interested in what was
happening, a couple of times it looked like she moved
her legs more apart to give me better access... could've
been just my dirty imagination though. Unfortunately I
knew her parents were going to come home soon so I
couldn't keep doing this for too long. The following day
she seemed unusually happy with me and did something the
memory of which still makes me smile; her father was
laying on a couch, tired because of the previous night
party. She climbed on his head, sat on it and started
bouncing on it, as if she was having sex with his head.

My jaw almost dropped on the floor, her mother just
laughed and said something like 'let daddy sleep, he's
very tired'. Of course that kind of a thing is
something that toddlers do without any stimulation,
but still, she kept doing it for maybe 10 minutes,
which I don't think is normal :) After a few weeks,
when I was babysitting her again, I repeated my
actions but after that I haven't had an opportunity
to be alone with her. Now she's a very pretty and
very happy 3-year old girl whom I love dearly. Even
though she didn't seem to mind what I did, I wish I
could've done it differently, with more time so that
I could've touched and kissed her all over instead of
just massaging her between the legs, which now
makes me feel having almost abused her :(

Lately I've been thinking a lot about having my own
daughter. When I see men not much older than myself
that already have kids I feel terribly jealous, like
'I could be a father of a beautiful little girl if
things were just a little different'. I'm wondering
how you all feel about having a daughter of your
own, or if you already have one, do you have any
feelings other than the usual parental ones for her?
Am I even weirder than other people on this list, is
it 'normal' for a GL to have sexual/romantic feelings
for their own daughters or would these feelings for
a daughter just go away at some point?

I've written a lot about sexual feelings and actions in this post, so
to make sure I'm not giving the wrong kind of a picture of myself, a
little explaining might be in place. My feelings for little girls
include sexual desire, but it's definitely not the most important
feeling. Sometimes when I see a PLG, the feeling is a mixture of love,
adoration, desire to just hold her and to be with her, NOT something
like 'wow, I'd sure like to have sex with her', like it may be for
some men when they see an adult woman. Agreed, I fantasize about
sexually touching and french kissing LG's, but I probably wouldn't do
these things in a real situation because I know what it could cause
(the experience I described above was an exception because I figured
the girl was young enough not to remember anything about it).

There, that'll be enough for my first post on the list,
take care you all! :)

'Liberator'
--------------------------------------------------------



'Ex Astris' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

To Brother Chubba: It sounds like Sarah is a real keeper.
And don't worry about using Star Wars metaphors, I
frequently do the same thing. When I was 15 I too fell
over to the dark side for one summer. There was a 10yr
old daughter of my mother's friends named Cathy. She had
been and was currently heavily sexually exploited by many
of her mother's friends. What's sad is that her mother
pimped her off to them. What's even worse is that for a
brief time I did the same myself. It's something I'm
ashamed of because I should have been there to help,
and now she'll only remember me as one of a long
series of abusers.

Life goes on friends,

'Ex Astris'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Moomin' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Dear' Brother Chubba',

I could hardly believe what I was reading when I read
your last epic. I feel a bit nervous, knowing that
government spooks will surely be tuned in! (Paranoia
is my middle name :-). Anyway, my friend Kitty (my
wife's, friend's daughter) is about the same age as
your Sarah, but she has never behaved in such an overt
sexual way to me. At least I don't THINK so? I express
a doubt because Kit does have one fab obsession; at
every chance she gets she climbs me like a tree, and
makes such a performance of trying to stay up that
it verges on the sexual. I call her, "my koala bear"
and this encourages her all the more (as I hoped!).
Kit never does this with her Papa for some unknown
reason, so I get the full brunt of it. 8-). But I
can't figure out if it really is sexual or not. It's
no good asking her about her feelings, Kitty expresses
herself mostly by action. Besides, I'm nervous about
reading sexual gestures into her (probably quite
innocent) behavior, I'd rather be cautious and simply
enjoy being with her. As we always say, it's up to
the girl to lead, and I'd follow Kit to the Moon if
it would make her happy. Your Sarah certainly has
one hell of a sense of direction! Thanks 'Brother
C'. Keep us posted and take care!

--

ASGL-L Commercial Break:

MUSIC: Cool industial / techno grindcore with girls
choir chant accompaniment.

IMAGERY: Restless camera motion and cross-fades of
two little girls aged about 4 and 8, clutching
microphones. Montage of close ups: girl fingers
punching buttons, panty flashes, triumphant smiles,
luscious lips speaking into mike, action shots in
slow motion. Ends with the two of them smiling
directly at camera, each with arms outstretched
offering recorders to the viewer.

VOICE OVER (of sympathetic girl lover 'Moomin'):
Took along a MiniDisc recorder on my last visit
to my favourite little girl friends Kitty and
Holly. Got them to read their favourite stories,
and improvise stuff. They needed no encouragement,
in fact there was almost a riot over who was
going to use it first! My model has a built in
speaker so they could listen to the results
instantly. Random access too, so no farting about
trying to find that funny bit! Simple enough
for a 4 year old to operate, (those over 18
like me might have a few problems though!).
Highly recommended. It's educational and fun,
and I have a wonderful recorded souvenir into
the bargain which I'll treasure always.

END IMAGE: Animated product logo.

EXCITED LITTLE GIRL VOICE OVER: It's yummy!!!!!!

'Moomin'
-------------------------------------------------------




'?' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone!  I am glad to be back, sharing my
thoughts with fellow friends.  In my constant quest to
understand my attraction to lg's, I sometimes come
across revelations that add to my understanding and
enhance my outlook on myself and my life.  Sometimes
these revelations are sudden and sometimes they
gradually become clear to me over a period of time.
And when I have these revelations, I often wonder:
Are there others out there that have come to
understand their situation much like me, or is my
revelation my own?

I have noticed that over the last 5 years that even
though I have had several high-profile jobs that
offered much potential for advancement and success, I
have failed, for the most part.  It starts off like
this:  I do well at grasping the requirements of the
job, but I fail at executing them.  I know that I have
the ability to do the requirements of my job, but it
just seems so hard for me to CONSISTENTLY do what must
be done to be successful.  I get easily distracted by
things that aren't work related (daydreaming of lg's,
thinking about the big game this weekend) and end up
abandoning things that have to be done.   I just can't
seem to delay gratification enough to excel at what I
do.

I have come to the conclusion that when I decided at
the age of 9-10 that I didn't want to grow up, I
really meant it.  I remember dreading the
responsibilities of a grown up.  I knew lots of other
kids that looked forward to being an adult, but I
didn't.  I wanted to stay a kid and play with my toys
and watch cartoons and do kid things forever.  And
throughout high-school and college, I play-acted like
I was a grown up, but in reality, I still had an
intense desire to go back to that stage in my life.  I
did not realize in high school that my attraction to
lg's was sexual.  I just remember the warm pleasant
feeling I would get playing with kids and talking to
lg's.

What this all boils down to, is that I have a really,
really hard time being a responsible adult.  I can't
seem to consistently delay gratification.  I find my
self longing to be a little boy at times.  And I feel
that this longing translates into a glorification and
idolization of children.   I feel, for the most part a
warm feeling towards little boys, but it is not sexual
and not even as close to as powerful as my love for
lg's.

I have found, however, that when I play-act as an
adult for a consistent period of time, the tremendous
attraction to lg's does subside briefly.  But I always
fall back into the cycle of being irresponsible and
lacking motivation to do what has to be done to keep
my job.  I just have to wonder, are there others out
there that are very responsible, feel that they are a
true adult, yet still glorify the beauty of lg's?  I
wonder if this revelation is REALLY a revelation.  Or
is it just a way for me to feel better about myself?

I hope to hear from someone.

'?'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Rasputin's Dog' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Hello All,

I don't have much time to write, but I have a few
observations I'd like to throw out. For those who can
get it Turner has a US cartoon channel: "Cartoon
Network." Specifically this concerns "Johnny Bravo".
Has anyone ever noticed that the girl who really loves
Johny is little Susie? Also I enjoyed a cartoon short
about Dracula who mistakingly visits Mina Harker about
fifteen years too early. Hmm I had some other, but
don't remember them at this time.

In response to some recent talk about fictional child
erotica, I would also be interested in finding some,
but I have been toying with several plot ideas in my
head and would like to write them. I'm not on the
level of a Nabokov in my writing skills though I
believe I could well enough. My one reservation though
is that I don't know any venue in which to produce
this work.

  [ It's called "the Web" :) ]

Is there any place that would host a site containing
this type of material or is there such a site already
in existence? Also I'm uncertain about legal
implications. Can anyone clear this up?

Well outta time,

Rasputin's Dog
-------------------------------------------------------



'Yuri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

'Brother Chubba' wrote:
>I am one of the lucky ones, I have a seven year old
>friend called Sarah (I used 'S' before but I'm not as
>paranoid now) who is a little angel.
<snip>
>I was
>once a dark side Paedophile, Yes when I was about 15 I
>did things with Sarah that I am not proud of, before you
>skip the rest of my post, I never really forced her into
>anything, at first she was quite willing and seemed to
>enjoy the attentions of my hand and mouth. By the end of
>the sexual side of our friendship, her whole
>personality seemed to change and she became very
>misbehaved.  One day when she came up to see me she
>stood next to me and, as always I slipped my hand up her
>dress and down the front of her knickers, but straight
>away she slapped my hand down and said "No!" quite
>firmly, I stopped immediately (it was the first time she
>had actually said no) and have never done anything like
>it since but, while she has had no unfortunate side
>effects to my attentions, I still feel very ashamed of
>my actions.
<snip - goes on to relate recent events in relationship>

I wouldn't have considered you a "Dark Side paedo"
back then either because as soon as she said "no" you
stopped immediately and didn't do anything again until
years (?) later when she initiated renewed sexual
contact.  That is the basic difference between a gl
and a child molester.  The latter would not have stopped.
I think the fact that she initiated the current sexual
relationship shows that she knows what she's doing and
clearly has the capacity for consent.  I wish you the
best of luck, and keep us posted.

--

'Moonmin' wrote:
>It seems that a large part of the general population have closet
>pedo feelings, don't you think? So, what is "normal"?

I agree.  I think that it is society's unresolved guilt
feelings over sex in general ("If it feels this good, it
can't possibly be good for you") and child sexuality in
particular that causes them to deny that children have
any sexuality.  Maybe people remember how guilty they
were made to feel by their parents over child sex play.
Just MHO.

--

'Tsarevitch' wrote:
>Here is a couple of quick poll questions (probably been asked many
>times before, so please forgive my ignorance) for those in the forum:
>
>A. What is the forum's (individually) position on child erotica,
>(Sally Mann; Jock Sturges; etc. . .)?

I am a collector of the works of Mann and Sturges, as
well as those of David Hamilton. I think their works
are quite well done, and tastful. As far as stories go,
I don't have a problem with that at all in the sense
that I would not want to see it censored, though for
my own tastes, it really depends on the individual
story and the language used has a big impact, as
does the content (I don't like foul language, and
I'm not into S&M).

>B. At what point does child erotica become child pornography?

At what point does adult erotica become pornography?
The Canadian Criminal Code defines child pornography (in
Section 163.1(1)) as: (a) a photographic, film, video or
other visual representation, whether or not it was made
by electronic or mechanical means,

    (i) that shows a person who is or is depicted as being
under the age of eighteen years and is engaged in or is
depicted as engaged in explicit sexual activity, or

    (ii) the dominant characteristic of which is the
depiction, for a sexual purpose, of a sexual organ
or the anal region of a person under the age of
eighteen years; or

(b) any written material or visual representation that
advocates or counsels sexual activity with a person
under the age of eighteen years that would be an
offence under this Act.

So under (b), I am guilty of producing and distributing
child pornography for my comments to Brother Chubba,
above.  I certainly disagree completely with (b).
(This section was not tossed out by the BC Court of
Appeals, they simply made simple possession (without
intent to sell) of - any - child pornography, legal)

As for (a)(ii), the problem I have with the wording is
"whose sexual purpose"?  One could argue that this would
make my mother a child pornographer if the baby picture
she has of me in my bassinette was ever used by some
perv to masturbate.  This would tend to make the vast
majority of Canadian parents child pornographers.

A major inconsistency with (a)(i) is that if two fifteen
year olds were to videotape themselves having consensual
sex (the age of consent is 14) for themselves, they
would be guilty of producing child pornography.

The United States Code, Title 18, Chapter 110, Section
2256 has the following definition:

(8) ''child pornography'' means any visual depiction,
including any photograph, film, video, picture, or
computer or computer-generated image or picture, whether
made or produced by electronic, mechanical, or other
means, of sexually explicit conduct, where -

(A) the production of such visual depiction involves the use
of a minor engaging in sexually explicit conduct;

(B) such visual depiction is, or appears to be, of a minor
engaging in sexually explicit conduct;

(C) such visual depiction has been created, adapted, or
modified to appear that an identifiable minor is engaging in
sexually explicit conduct; or

(D) such visual depiction is advertised, promoted, presented,
described, or distributed in such a manner that conveys the
impression that the material is or contains a visual depiction
of a minor engaging in sexually explicit conduct;
The same section defines "sexually explicit conduct:

(2) ''sexually explicit conduct'' means actual or simulated -

(A) sexual intercourse, including genital-genital,
oral-genital, anal-genital, or oral-anal, whether between
persons of the same or opposite sex;

(B) bestiality;

(C) masturbation;

(D) sadistic or masochistic abuse; or

(E) lascivious exhibition of the genitals or pubic area of
any person;

The American law makes a bit more sense, as there are no
"thought crimes", and only outlaws child pornography where
children, in their opinion, are hurt (North Americans seem to
think that any sex before 18 will irreparably harm a person).

I'm not sure as to the best place to put the line between
erotica and pornography, but I can tell you some things
that definitely cross the line: where children are abducted,
coerced, forced, drugged, or beaten into performing sexual
acts for the camera.  The grey area is where the children
themselves consent.  Do they have a right to self-
determination?  Apparently not, as far as our governments are
concerned.  As a case in point, in Canada recently, a
Reform party MP admitted to helping a mother kidnap her
15 year old daughter from co-habitation with a group of
30 year old males where she was allegedly being used as
a "drug and sex slave" to force her into a touch-love
ranch where "she is beginning to respond" (in other
words, the brainwashing is starting to take effect).
He then slams the governing Liberal party for allowing
the age of consent to be 14 instead of 16 as it used
to be, and that this makes it impossible for parents
"to control their children". Apparently he considers
children to be chattel, much as women were considered
to be chattel in earlier times.

--

>Re: child-sex porn stories - harmful to:
>A. The reader of or
>B. children in general or
>C. Both or
>D. No one, child-sex stories are at worst only thought crimes...
>
>  [ 'D' is what a Canadian Supreme Court recent decided. My own opinion is
>     that such stories can be 'harmful' in some ways if the reader has
>     no loving contact and conversation with 'real' girls. ]

Such stories are in and of themselves not harmful to anyone.
I agree with Ianthe's comment, but in that case it is not
the story which is harmful, but the lack of social interaction.
In fact several studies have suggested that reading such
stories while masturbating has helped reduce recividism in
child molesters.

   [ Really ? - do you have the references ? ]

On a side note, it was the British Columbia Court of
Appeals who made that decision, upholding the ruling
of Justice Shaw of the Supreme Court of British Columbia.
The case is now on its way to the Supreme Court of Canada.

Another side note, in a recent interview, Reform party leader
Preston Manning, referring to the current problem of illegal
immigrants on Canada's Pacific coast, suggested Parliament
use the notwithstanding clause of the Charter of Rights
and Freedoms (which suspends the Charter's effect on a law
for a five year period, renewable by Parliament) to deny
them the right to appeal any initial decision by Immigration
Canada.  Liberal party leader, Prime Minister Jean Chretien
responded by saying that we can't go suspending
the Charter everytime there is a problem in this country.
He did not explicitly say it, but I think it was obvious he
was also referring to the Child Pornography law, as
Reform had been pushing for Parliament to use the
notwithstanding clause in that case as well.

Sorry to go on for so long, but it's my turn to mount
the soapbox ;)

--

'Tiny Tim' wrote:
>Great name! (T'Pau was Spock's grandmother; who or what's Tr'Pakh,

T'Pau was not Spock's grandmother (ie she was not the mother
of Sarek).  No where in that episode is the exact relationship
defined beyond her being known to the family (it is not even
explicitly said that T'Pau is a part of Spock's family).  Star
Trek legend has it, though, that she is Spock's great aunt
(ie Skon's sister, Solkar's daughter).  Forgive this being
off-topic, but I'm picky.

'Yuri'
--------------------------------------------------------




'Gentle Ben' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

to 'Ex Astris'

Thank you. There is much in my life at this time that is
causing dissatisfaction and frustration. Just a couple of
days ago I took rather drastic steps to make some changes.
Starting with my favourite list, I removed the temptations
as relapse was eminent, evidenced by the obsessive amount
of time spent On Line, and savouring pictures and
stories suggestive in nature.

Some years ago whilst undergoing therapy of a
transactional nature I learned that relapse was a
step, or several steps after visual stimulation. At
that time I was also attending support meetings with
a group of men, who, for the most part wore special
"suits" under their outer clothing so that it was
difficult to get into a situation. As the conversation
came round the room there was sameness in all the
speech.  "I have been wearing my 'Suit'. The
moderator would ask,  "have you been cruising. The
answer, "no, I go out of my way to stay away from
Schools and Playgrounds".

It didn't take long for me to realise that I
preferred to not wear anything under my trousers,
least of all "the Suit", and while not judging my
fellow Participants in the group, also was not a
liar. Even so, suit and all, there were those who
bid their farewells as they were soon off to
prison. No doubt you have heard the term 'white
knuckling it", and I simply could not bare to be
fettered by the suit or prison and for many years
went out of my way to shy from delicate situations.

Now I am content to be a lover of LG's, no longer
allude to sharing the song's of Chevaulet, nor
ascribe to the comparison of such greats as Lewis Carroll
But, as I stated, was on the verge of relapse, in
love again, and terribly tempted, actually driven
to allow my own downfall.

One help I found was to refer to them in public as
'little ladies' instead of LG. In spite of Myself
however, there have been many since first discovering
how enchanting True Love can be; that, at the age
of sixteen with one of seven years. Now over a half
Century on this world you can surely derive that
my basis of passion still lies with very young
ladies whom I pray will stay locked in my fantasy,
lest I be put away, out of their sight, and they
from mine. God forbid!

Thanks for listening, and, thank you all for being
my support.

'Gentle Ben'
--------------------------------------------------------




'spike232' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

Something happened today that I would like to share
with the list. The lg that I have been living with
stayed home from school today, and I have had the day
off, usually Tuesdays I do. Her dad woke me up this
morning about 8 and told me that Megan will not be
going to school today and that I'll need to watch her
when she gets up. I told him that it was no problem.
I lay there in bed for about an hour watching TV. I
usually sleep in underwear on - but sometimes
I sleep with nothing on. This is one of those
sometimes, I had absolutely nothing on when Megan
slipped through the door. She came up to the bed
and asked me if she can get in bed with me. Usually
I do not let her see me naked but I was tempted,
so I told her yes. She was in her nightie, it was
pink with Barbie on the front, and it was just a
pullover. She came up to me and nestled down
beside me and she backed up and exclaimed "You're
not wearing anything!" I told her "Well, I don't
mind - do you?" and gave her a smile. She smiled
back and said "I don't care". After laying there
a while she sit up in the bed and asked "Uhh, if
it's ok with you, can I sleep naked too?" I got a
boner that almost hurt. I told her if she wanted
to. She quickly jumped out of the bed and pulled
her nightie off and her underwear down. She got back
into bed. She then got really close to me and about
15 minutes I lay there both of us breathing really
hard. She made the first move, and she started to
move her hand on my stomach. I almost exploded right
there. After about 15 mins of pleasurable rubbing on
both sides, she came up to my face and gave me a big
kiss. It was a good kiss, we kissed before but never
like that. I did ejaculate and I got out of bed when
I did, she thought she did something wrong I told
her she did everything right, and if she wanted to,
she can do it again later.

That was about an hour ago, and she is asleep in my
bed as I write this!

It finally happened... I just wanted to let the
group know!!!

'spike232'
--------------------------------------------------------



'Ilsa Gold' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

So Ex-Astris, I understand you'd like a piece of me? ; )
Well, I'm here and your all the way over there, so I
guess I'll have to settle for your textual assault (no
I don't have a lisp ha ha) Now that Candice has dropped
her version, I should probably give you the real deal.
Candice hit me because I kissed my friend, Ashley, 22,
on the mouth at the request of my best friend, Jeanette,
20. Ashley and Jeanette have been going out for 3.5
years. Jeanette's been my best friend for about four
years. We're all close and cool. We kissed as a joke.
Candice wasn't there when I kissed him, I told her the
next day to ensure that it wouldn't approximate a
'secret' or anything like that. Whilst 'confessing'
I was indeed downloading pics of Laika. I had just
received full access to FP the day before. I had been
trying for quite a while to find a path to more Laika.
The pics were merely being downloaded, no particular
attention was being paid to them - they were
circumstantial evidence of little relevance. I don't
know why, in her version, the significance of Laika
was extrapolated to such a degree. I don't even
know why she was posting to Ianthe in the first
place. My girlfriend is very possessive, sometimes
also quite irrational. Don't you question the
character of someone who'd air my relationship
mishaps in a forum where support is meant to be
distributed?

I hope this has clarified the mini-debacle. Any
questions I'm happy to answer (I'll just love to
'wax lyrical')

--

'Go-Pre', personally I like your new name. Funny
you should say that about the t-shirt. My friend,
Jeanette, and I were discussing the virtues of
getting 'Nobody knows I'm a pedophile' printed
on a t-shirt. P*ss a lot of people off, I think
it would. Furthermore, I work on the theory
that it's so open that no-one would believe it,
but I'm giving it more thought before any such
action. However, I am getting pics of Laika
printed on a t-shirt (some people apparently
never learn - WHACK! :} )

--

'Brother Chubba', I like what yr doing. We seem
to share a commonality in opinions about lgs
(who'd have thought - on a girl-love list of
all places?) Please keep us posted, and
remember: thou art mortal.

--

On a general note, I like the direction the
list is going. A variety of issues are being
addressed... keep it up posters.

--

Note to Ianthe: Not making any promises, but
I'll try and find you that Les Murray poem.

'Ilsa Gold'
--------------------------------------------------------

 [ Thanks for the offer Ilsa.  I've now seen the poem,
   and although it's on topic (about a teacher, "he
   loved the little girls...") it's too gloomy to be of
   any use, mostly being about the irony of how as
   the teacher grows old he has to treat his senile
   old wife like a little girl :( ]




D.A. writes:
--------------------------------------------------------

My story part 1

By D.A.

My favourite age for a lg is probably 9-11. The reason
for that I believe is that this was the age of girls
I was initially attracted to, at that time the same
age as me. I can make exceptions either way but there's
something special about that age.

Usually young boys are supposed to hate having girls
around but as a kid I sometimes didn't have much of
a choice or liked it more than I would admit. I can
still remember events that happened to me when I was
3-4 years old, I'm in my early 30's now, single and
back at home where I grew up. I would like to share
with you a few events from childhood that I think
are relevant. My "defining moments" if you like.

Among my first friends I recall as a pre-schooler
was 'J' a blonde haired blue eyed girl about the
same age as me. (I won't say she was beautiful
because it goes without saying!) I seemed to spend
a lot of time at 'J's house, she lived just 2
doors up the road. One of our favourite games
was called "mothers and fathers" (no, not like
that! :-)) She had a playhouse out in the backyard
where we would play with her dolls and other toys.
A boy playing with lg's dolls? That would horrify
some people and it's not the sort of thing I ever
thought I would want to admit. No one tried to
discourage it, although I do remember her older
brother (whom I hated) putting one of 'J's hair
bands on my head and telling me that's what I
should be wearing! I didn't really understand
what he was getting at, it was all so innocent.
This has only come to mind because I read in the
postings how there are some gls who would love to
immerse themselves in "their" world and I think I
can understand why. It was fun at the time but
it's not something I would want to pursue now. 'J's
family moved away when I was about 6, I missed her
initially but soon forgot her.

The family that took their place had 3 sons and
a daughter ranging from early 20's down to about
5. I soon became friends with 'K', the daughter
and the youngest, and one of her brothers who was
a year or so older than me. While writing this
I've found a photo of 'K' and I taken soon after
they moved in. There was a guy who lived in the
house between us who was an amateur photographer.
He snapped us standing in his driveway and somehow
managed to coax me into putting my arm around her.
It became of course, one of those photos that family
members love showing to the wrong people to have a
laugh at your expense. My attitude to these photos
has changed now, although I'll never admit to it. I
honestly thought the photo was long gone, it's
wonderful to see her again. She's so cute, shoulder
length brown hair swept back behind the ears, dark
eyes staring pensively at the camera and a shy half
smile on her chubby cheeks. I don't think she was
too crazy about the pose either.

I only ever thought of her as a friend, although
some people had their doubts, when aged about
10-11 while on the way out the door to her house
my father said to me, with a wink, "don't you go
sneaking around the corner with 'K', you're too
young for that yet". We were just playmates,
bike riding, swimming, climbing trees or whatever.
She was fun to have around, she didn't mind
getting her clothes dirty.

But the most special girl of all was 'H', my
cousin's older daughter. I'm the youngest in
my greater family by a fair few years. Several
of my cousins already had young children by
the time I had started school. Always girls,
much to my chagrin. As a result between the
ages of about 7 through to 14 I was baby
sitter for up to 4 girls at family gatherings
3-4 times a year. 'H' was my favourite, the
oldest and probably the one I saw most often.
She had long light brown hair, blue eyes and a
few freckles under her cheeks. The best word I
could use to describe her is radiant. I've
found a photo of us as well taken at a party.
I was 11 she was 6. Right at the last second
she grabbed my arm and put it round her. Guess
what photo that one was next to in the family
album! When it got late and we were tired we'd
find a bed and snuggle up together. It was all
perfectly innocent, I never tried anything on any
of these girls. (Why? I'll explain later). I had
the complete trust of their parents, they were
grateful I kept them out of their hair and out
of trouble. She wasn't shy about showing affection,
smart beyond her years (she's now a doctor) and
always spoke her mind. To illustrate, there was a
time when we were on holiday together about a
year after that photo. We were taking a walk along
the beach when she said she wanted me to hold her
hand, I was apprehensive. 'H' laughed and said,
"You're just too chicken to hold a girls hand
in public aren't you?" I gave in. She had that
sort of power over me. (More on this holiday
later). Next posting I will tell you what happened
once I began to notice girls. I _am_ going
somewhere with this.

A few thoughts to finish with.

From what I've seen my views seem to differ to
the majority of the group, but I do share your
desires and hopes. However, it surprises me
somewhat to read that there are those gls who
say they have never looked at a woman in their
entire lives. Perhaps I can bring a slightly
different perspective to the debate on why we
are like this.

I still consider myself a normal straight guy who
happens to love lgs more than women. I can still
appreciate the beauty in women, young or mature
but they simply _can't_ compete. Hell, I had brief
crushes on a girl in her mid teens and a woman in
her mid-20s I met at camp when I was 10!

I think there's a little gl in every straight male.
After all, is it not uncommon for us to make crude
jokes about young girls within certain social
circles? i.e. when we're "with the boys" if you
know what I mean. As far as I'm concerned any
red-blooded male who says he doesn't find any
attraction in a 12-13 year old girl is a liar.
I know of course, that what we feel goes beyond the
physical and environment does play a part too. It's
just maybe we aren't so "different" after all.

More to come.

'D.A.'
-------------------------------------------------------



From a mailing-list:
-------------------------------------------------------

I am interested in learning more about the relationship
lesbians have with their sisters. Sisters defined in
the "family" sense. It does not matter if the sister
is by biology, adoption, step-sister or CHOSEN sister.
What is important is that enough time for relationship
building has elapsed for the identification of sister
to be used. Also the sexual/gender identification of
the sister is not limited at this point in my work.
So for instance I am interested in the relationship
between a dyke and her heterosexual identified sister
and I am also interested in the relationship between
a dyke and her sister that identifies as lesbian or
something other than heterosexual.

Please pass on your references to me privately
lauraf@europa.cs.mun.ca

Thanks in advance for your help.

Cheers,
Laura Fitzpatrick

Memorial University, St. John's, Newfoundland, Canada

-------------------------------------------------------
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    [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* UK: _Straw to limit employers' access to criminal records_
* UK: _Secret filming of abusers is urged_
* UK: Three House of Lords questions
* Eire: _Media coverage of abuse claims unfair - priest_
* USA: _Virtual child pornography raises prospect of federal
   'thought police' - but may be stuck down as unconstitutional_
* USA: _Judge set to rule on sex offender Web site_
* USA: _Sex offender bill highlights state legislative session_
* Canada: _Federal government suggests raising sex consent to age 18_
* Science: _Father-Daughter Relationship Crucial To When Girls Enter
   Puberty, Researchers Say_
* Crypto news: UK: _Encryption activists target Home Secretary_
* Crypto news: _Elliptic-curve breakthrough could mean
   super-strong crypto_
* Technology: Orange announce portable consumer videophone
* Book news: _Dutch author Ted van Lieshout "comes out" as
   a "loved boy"_
* Book review: _The hidden cost of 'zero tolerance'_




UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Straw to limit employers' access to criminal records_

JACK STRAW, the Home Secretary, has agreed to place
stricter limitations on the access of employers to a new
Criminal Records Bureau in response to complaints by a
government watchdog that it would create a damaging
"checking culture" in Britain.

The bureau is the Government's response to public concerns
that paedophiles are able to obtain jobs working with
children. It will enable any employer to vet prospective
workers by checking their past criminal convictions for
a flat 10 UKP fee.

Lord Haskins, the chairman of the Better Regulation Task
Force, warned last May that the bureau could destroy the
job prospects of many people from deprived backgrounds. The
bureau risked creating a checking culture that could have
harmful effects, such as unreasonably increasing the
shortage of male teachers who are needed in schools as role
models for boys.

Yesterday the Government said it accepted the task force's
key recommendations and would review the way the bureau was
to be regulated. It would also issue new guidelines to
employers to ensure that it was not used unnecessarily.

The existence of the bureau has been linked to planned new
legislation to make it an imprisonable offence for
employers to hire convicted child abusers for jobs that
give them access to children.

Home Office ministers have already admitted that the bureau
will not open for at least another three years because of
fears of computer problems.

---------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Secret filming of abusers is urged_

SECRET FILMING of parents suspected of child abuse is the
best way of protecting children, according to a working
group of consultant paediatricians in the north of England.

Since it was introduced in Britain in 1983, covert video
surveillance has provoked fierce opposition from parents
and child-care professionals, on the basis that it involves
a breach of trust between doctor and patient.

But, writing in Archives of Disease in Childhood, Dr Neela
Shabde, of the Northern Specialist Advisory Committee in
Paediatrics, and Professor Alan Craft, of the Institute of
Child Health, Newcastle upon Tyne, say that covert video
surveillance poses no more threat to civil liberties than
any other child-protection procedure.

---------------------------------------------------------------



Europe: Eire:
----------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Media coverage of abuse claims unfair - priest_

Media coverage of abuse allegations against priests and
religious has played a huge role in shaping a negative
perception of the church, with some of it unfair,
sensational and downright irresponsible, according to
Father Gerard Moloney.

In an editorial titled "Media witch-hunt must stop", in
the current edition of *Reality* magazine, he said this had
helped create a climate in which a priest or religious
accused of abuse was now automatically presumed to be
guilty.

It had succeeded in associating the word "paedophilia" in
the public mind almost exclusively with clergy. It had
helped create an atmosphere of witch-hunt against the
church.

"It was such an atmosphere that facilitated the manifestly
unfair trial of Nora Wall, and the numerous unsubstantiated
allegations published about her in the aftermath of her
conviction," he said.

 [ Note: Wall was a nun who was recently convicted of
   rape one day - and then hastily acquitted the very
   next day ]

He also referred to a recent interview with Boyzone's
Ronan Keating in the Irish Independent Weekend supplement in
which the singer said the Catholic Church "is so corrupt.
Every time you open the paper you read about a priest who
has been up to something. It's sickening."

Sadly, there was nothing unique or surprising about Ronan
Keating's views in this matter, said Father Moloney.

He referred to an Irish Independent article from June
26th with the headline "Ex-Jesuit student gets longest drug
sentence."

It "clearly implied the convicted man was at one time a
student priest with the Jesuits. Only on paragraph six does
one discover his actual Jesuit connections - he once
attended a Jesuit-run secondary school," he said.

The headline was "deeply malicious", Father Moloney said,
"for it is that sort of outrageous, gratuitous headline...
that leads people like Ronan Keating to be so scathing in
their attitude towards the church".

Media reporting manifestly was not fair or balanced where
the church was concerned, he said.

The church did not expect or deserve favourable treatment
by the media.

What it did expect was fairness and balance, he said.

----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Judge set to rule on sex offender Web site_

SALEM -- A judge said Friday he will take up to 15 days to
decide whether the Oregon State Police can launch an
Internet Web site with the names and photographs of about
8,500 registered sex offenders.

Nineteen anonymous sex offenders and their family members
are suing the state to block the launch of the Web site.
They say widespread release of the information would
jeopardize their safety and threaten their jobs.

"I still have my questions about whether the plaintiffs
will ultimately prevail," Marion County Circuit Court Judge
Joseph V. Ochoa said after an all-day hearing on the
plaintiffs' motion for a preliminary injunction. However,
"I think it would be unfair to rule without allowing the
court to review the arguments."

The state police voluntarily agreed Friday to further
postpone the start of the Web site, pending the judge's
ruling. The site, originally scheduled to go online Sept.
1, was authorized by the 1999 Legislature and would make it
much easier to learn where convicted sex offenders are
living.

A team of eight lawyers for the plaintiffs argued that
Senate Bill 740, the statute authorizing the Web site,
violates registered sex offenders' due-process rights by
failing to provide a process for appeal and by failing to
distinguish lower-risk offenders from higher-risk ones.
They also called it "overbroad," saying it would make the
names of all of Oregon's registered sex offenders available
beyond the state's borders.

"The World Wide Web extends to people in Lithuania," said
Michelle R. Burrows, one of the plaintiff lawyers. "It
certainly expands the definition of public information."

To block the Web site, the plaintiffs must present "clear
and convincing evidence" that irreparable harm would result
if the site goes online as planned, Ochoa said. Once he
rules on the injunction, Ochoa said he hoped to deal with
the remaining legal issues within 60 days.

---------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_'Virtual' child pornography law raises prospect of federal
'thought police' - but may be stuck down as unconstitutional_

WASHINGTON - Computer software is now so powerful it makes
it possible to create "virtual" child pornography, which
seems to depict children having sex but really does not.

Virtual images can look like real photographs, but
actually show what might be described as "people who don't
exist doing things that never happened."

Congress specifically targeted virtual child
pornography when it passed the 1996 Child Pornography
Prevention Act. The law made it illegal to have or exchange
sexually explicit images that "appear" to involve minors.

But critics say banning one type of speech because it
appears to be another amounts to a broad assault on the
First Amendment, and creates a slippery slope to banning
other material.

While the critics lost that argument in New England's
1st Circuit Court of Appeals, a decision has been pending
in the Western states' 9th Circuit appeals court since
early last year.

J.C. Salyer, a lawyer working with the American Civil
Liberties Union on Internet free speech cases, balks at the
idea that the scenario justifies regulation of virtual
images.

"Maybe there's a case where that might happen, but the
harm that comes from that is pretty attenuated. A child
could be lured into a dangerous situation with a candy
bar."

The effect of the 1996 law was, in fact, a significant
expansion of the federal prohibitions on child pornography,
which essentially are controlled by a 1982 Supreme Court
decision, New York vs. Ferber.

The decision gave states and the federal government the
ability to ban child pornography without having to meet a
more stringent set of legal standards - those of obscenity.

The high court banned child pornography mainly because
it decided children are sexually abused in its production.
But if the images are made entirely with a computer, there
may be no abuse involved.

Frederick Schauer, the Frank Stanton Professor of the
First Amendment at Harvard's Kennedy School of Government
who in the 1980s served on the Attorney General's
Commission on Pornography, advised the Senate Judiciary
Committee in 1995 that their new child pornography law
would be unconstitutional under the Ferber decision.

At the time, he told them, "Nothing in Ferber suggests
that a justification other than the protection of the
actual children used in the actual production of child
pornography will be constitutionally permissible to warrant
the criminalization of non-obscene material."

He said last week that he still feels the same way,
despite what might be society's need for a virtual
pornography law.

Still, the 1st Circuit Court of Appeals upheld the 1996
law in January, ruling that "it is a logical and
permissible extension of the rationales in Ferber... to
allow the regulation of sexual materials that appear to be
of children but did not, in fact, involve the use of live
children in their production. ... Such depictions can be
readily sued so as to further the child pornography trade
or to facilitate the abuse of children."

The Free Speech Coalition, a California group of sexually
oriented businesses, has argued in the 9th Circuit Court
of Appeals that the law is too broad and too vague,
and violates the First Amendment.

No one from the Justice Department would admit the law is
on shaky ground, but a brochure the department recently
published on computers and child exploitation entertains
the possibility that it will be struck down.

To the ACLU's Salyer, the 1996 law "gets to the whole
heart of what the problem with censorship is.

"At least when you're talking about real child
pornography, there's a real child involved and there can be
physical or psychological consequences there, arguably." In
the case of virtual pornography, he says, "the government
has decided that you can't think about children sexually so
it's illegal."

---------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_Sex offender bill highlights state legislative session_

September 1999

HARRISBURG -- In June, Pennsylvania's Supreme Court struck
down a key provision of the state's "Megan's law",
effectively eliminating community notification of sex
offenders.

Legislators now say they hope to draft a new law in a way
that will pass constitutional muster when the Legislature
opens its session tomorrow.

"I think it's critical," said state Sen. Stewart Greenleaf,
R-Montgomery, the ranking member of the Senate Judiciary
Committee. "I think it will fly through the legislature.
With the changes, I think it will be appeal-proof."

Pennsylvania's law was passed in a emergency 1995
legislative session on crime.

Under the law, a defendant is presumed to be a sexually
violent offender when he is convicted and must rebut that
presumption to avoid the harsher sentences and community
notification that comes with it.

But in June the state Supreme Court ruled that, under the
U.S. Constitution, that burden of proof must instead rest
with the state, not the defendant.  The state had to
re-sentence Puskaric after the Supreme Court decision.

Another crime-related proposal that will be considered by
legislators would require that on-line advertising
for pornographic Web sites be easily identified so that
software can block access to such sites.

---------------------------------------------------------------




Canada:
---------------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Federal government suggests raising sex consent to age 18_

The federal government is contemplating Criminal Code
changes that could raise the age of consent to 18 and
impose stiffer penalties for crimes against children.

Justice Minister Anne McLellan said Monday the Liberal
government will seek public input on whether Ottawa should
amend the code to treat paedophiles with particular
severity, and increase the age of consent from 14.

The federal review was initiated as a result of several
high-profile cases of crimes against children that prompted
changes in legislation in several provinces.

McLellan's announcement of a potential crackdown on crimes
against children comes at a time when the Liberal
government has been under growing criticism, particularly
from the Reform party, for failing to use its power to
override the recent court ruling that laws on child
pornography violate freedom of expression.

The last major Criminal Code overhaul dealing with crimes
against children was 1988 legislation that toughened
penalties for sexual assault.

Preliminary talks with the provinces indicate they want
stiffer penalties at the federal level to keep in step with
changes they are making on their own to raise the age of
consent, said Barnard Starkman, a Justice Department lawyer
who is overseeing the review.

Calgary North Hill MLA Richard Magnus has supported raising
the age of sexual consent to 16.

Last year, Magnus sought the support of his fellow Tory
MLAs and opposition Liberals and New Democrats for a motion
to lobby the federal government to raise the age of consent
for sexual activities from 14 to 16 years of age. It passed
by a vote of 47-7.

Campaigners in several provinces have been pushing for
Criminal Code changes for years.

"I am a bit impatient on these issues because we've been
asking for this for a long, long time," said B.C. Attorney
General Ujjal Dosanjh, who particularly wants the age of
consent raised to 16.

--------------------------------------------------------------




UK: House of Lords:
---------------------------------------------------------------

 [ Three interesting questions tabled in the last session: ]

The Lord Robertson of Oakridge -- To ask Her Majesty's
Government whether a legal definition has been established
for the term 'paedophile'.      (HL4023)

--

The Baroness Cox -- To ask Her Majesty's Government why the
Social Exclusion Unit Report *Teenage Pregnancy* omitted
any reference to the findings of the Review of
Effectiveness of Sexual Health Promotion Intervention for
Young People carried out, with public funding, by Professor
Oakley and her colleagues at the Social Science Research
Unit, University of London Institute of Education and
published in March 1996.      (HL3786)

The Baroness Blatch -- To ask Her Majesty's Government why
the Social Exclusion Unit Report 'Teenage Pregnancy' quoted
a number of research projects such as Kirby et al,
*Reducing the Risk*, 1991: and Vincent et al, *School and
community program for sexual risk reduction amongst teens*,
1987, which had been described by the Social Science
Research Unit as methodologically unsound.      (HL3997)

---------------------------------------------------------------
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September 1999

_Father-Daughter Relationship Crucial To When Girls Enter
Puberty, Researchers Say_

A young girl's relationship with her family, especially
with her father, may influence at what age she enters
puberty, according to Vanderbilt University researchers.
Girls with close, supportive relationships with their
parents tend to develop later, while girls with cold or
distant relationships with their parents develop at an
earlier age.

The research is published in the most recent edition of the
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology. The research
was conducted by Bruce Ellis, a postdoctoral fellow at
Vanderbilt (now at the University of Canterbury in New
Zealand); Stephen McFadyen-Ketchum, adjunct assistant
professor of psychology at Vanderbilt; Kenneth Dodge,
professor of psychology and psychiatry at Vanderbilt (now
at Duke University); Gregory Pettit of Auburn University;
and John E. Bates of Indiana University.

The study looked at 173 girls and their families from
Nashville and Knoxville, Tenn. and Bloomington, Ind. from
the time the girls were in pre-kindergarten until they were
in the seventh grade.

Girls who had close, positive relationships with their
parents during the first five years of life tended to
experience relatively late puberty, compared to girls who
had more distant relationships with their parents. More
specifically, the researchers found that the quality of
fathers' involvement with daughters was the most important
feature of the early family environment in relation to the
timing of the daughters' puberty.

Girls who enter puberty later generally had fathers who
were active participants in care-giving; had fathers who
were supportive to the girls' mothers; and had positive
relationships with their mothers. But it's the fathers'
involvement, rather than the mothers', which seems to be
paramount to the age of the girls' development. The
researchers believe that girls have evolved to experience
early socialization, with their "antennae" tuned to the
fathers' role in the family (both in terms of
father-daughter and father-mother relationships) and that
girls may unconsciously adjust their timing of puberty
based on their fathers' behavior.

The researchers found that girls raised in father-absent
homes or dysfunctional father-present homes experienced
relatively early pubertal timing.

They present several theories as to why this occurs. One
biological explanation is that girls whose fathers are not
present in the home may be exposed to other adult males -
stepfathers or their mothers' boyfriends - and that
exposure to pheromones produced by unrelated adult males
accelerates female pubertal development. The flip side of
that theory is that girls who live with their biological
fathers in a positive environment are exposed to his
pheromones and are inhibited from puberty, perhaps as a
natural incest avoidance mechanism.

Girls who live with their fathers but have a cold or
distant relationship with them would not be exposed to
their fathers' pheromones as much as girls who have more
interaction with their fathers, therefore causing the girls
in the distant relationship to reach puberty earlier, the
researchers hypothesize.

Perhaps most notable, the researchers say, is the important
role fathers seem to play in their daughters' development,
given that the quality of mothering is generally assumed
to be more closely associated with how children turn out
than is the quality of fathering.

The research was funded by National Institute of Mental
Health and the National Institute of Child Health and
Development.

---------------------------------------------------------------




Crypto news, UK:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_Encryption activists target Home Secretary_

The Home Secretary Jack Straw was sent details to a
crime Sunday that could earn him up to two years
in prison if the controversial e-commerce bill were
made law.

The civil rights group behind the letter, Stand,  is
campaigning for better e-commerce policy and is unhappy
with a clause in the e-commerce bill which gives law
enforcers the right to demand decryption keys from
suspects. Under the bill, if a suspect refuses or cannot
prove they do not have a key, they could face a jail
sentence.

Critics argue this reverses the burden of proof as suspects
are assumed to be in possession of decryption keys in the
first place. For individuals who have lost the key or never
had the key in the first place there is no recourse.
Stand's says its stunt is designed to "show that the
legislation is unworkable".

According to Stand an encrypted email was sent to Mr Straw
Sunday afternoon containing a confession to a real crime.
The key to decrypt the message will be in Mr Straw's name.
Stand will tip off the Metropolitan Commissioner of Police
Monday, informing him that Mr Straw has important
information about a crime.

If the e-commerce bill were in place, Straw would be
required to hand over the decryption key or face up to two
years in prison. "In principle, under the bill, Jack Straw
would have to prove he never had the key in the first
place. We are hoping this will help him understand that
this is unworkable, an intolerable reversal of the burden
of proof and against the Human Rights Act," Says Malcolm
Hutty, spokesman for Stand.

The proposals are flawed and open to abuse, according to
shadow spokesman for Trade and Industry Alan Duncan. He
agrees that anyone with a grudge could send an
incriminating, encrypted message, tip off the police and
wait for their victim to go to jail after failing to
produce decryption keys they never possessed.

Duncan believes the government will never keep pace with
the digital revolution rendering the whole legislation "a
dodo in a few years time". "Let the e-commerce revolution
happen without government interference," says Duncan. "The
e-communications bill should be a three page document, not
a 40 page document," he adds.

Online security seems difficult for this government
to understand: when Tony Blair was photographed buying
flowers for his wife on the net, not only did he have a
crib sheet on the desk beside him, but when he held up
his credit card to pay with it, one of the photographers
snapped the number and expiry date. It was, we are
assured, smeared out before transmission.

----------------------------------------------------------




Crypto news: USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

_Experiment proves the difficulty of cracking an
elliptic-curve discrete logarithm - which could mean
the development of stronger forms of crypto_

The most difficult asymmetric encryption problem ever
tackled has been cracked by a horde of crypto-enthusiasts
under the leadership of Irish mathematician Robert Harley.
This problem was the seventh and most difficult problem
posed by the French National Institute for Research in
Computer Science (INRIA) as part of the Elliptic Curve
Cryptosystem (ECC) Challenge, sponsored by Canadian
encryption technology firm Certicom.

Cracking it took a formidable combined effort from 195
volunteers in 20 different countries across the globe and
took no less the 40 days of solid computation by 740
separate computers.

Asymmetric encryption is encryption that uses both a public
and a private key. Symmetric, utilising two private keys,
takes more number crunching, but the use of public and
private keys is vital to commercial encryption methods.

This feat confirmed that solving a 97-bit elliptic-curve
discrete logarithm is indeed more difficult than factoring
512-bit RSA asymmetric encryption, the industry standard at
the moment. And far from implying this type of encryption
is flawed, the experiment actually strengthens the argument
for unlra-strong elliptic-curve encryption to replace the
RSA method as standard.

British encryption expert Brian Gladman, says that this
is an important development in the field of cryptography.
"This is a significant step forward," he says. "The point
is to prove that elliptic-curve encryption is secure. It's
much newer than RSA encryption and people are naturally
concerned about how hard it is to break."

----------------------------------------------------------




Technology: Orange announce portable consumer videophone
----------------------------------------------------------

September 1999

The wireless videophone is coming to the United Kingdom.
Resembling a souped-up Newton with a built-in video camera,
the as-yet-unnamed videophone is expected to go on sale
next summer from Orange, one of the UK's largest mobile
phone companies.

The device will offer a number of advanced Internet
services, according to Orange. Users will be able to call
up flashy weather and traffic maps, or watch movie trailers
before using the phone to buy tickets for a film. With
Microsoft's Windows CE operating system, the videophone
will offer the standard functions of a Personal Digital
Assistant (PDA), and it will allow users to surf the Web
and send and receive email.

And, yes, it will make and accept standard audio calls,
Orange said.

The videophone will offer voice recording and certain,
unspecified voice-activated features. For example, it will
take and store still pictures and video, Orange said.

Using compression technology developed at the University
of Strathclyde, the videophone will boost data transfer
rates from 9.6Kbps to between 28.8Kbps and up to 64Kbps,
Orange said.

Similar video phones are unlikely in the United States
until cellular providers start rolling out higher-bandwidth
networks, Sheedy said. He warned that may be several years
away, thanks to new, but still inadequate, US networks.

New wireless networks with data rates of up to 2Mbps
will soon make video telephony a reality. These will
likely be based on the emerging Universal Mobile
Telecommunications System (UMTS) standard, due for
release in 2002. Still in development, the so-called
"third generation cellular" standard is a European
initiative intended to provide a global standard for
high-speed telecom services.

In the meantime, Orange said it has invested US$10 million
updating its GSM wireless network to achieve the
data-throughput equivalent to fixed land lines.

Next month, Orange said it will be able to offer data rates
ranging from the speed of today's modems, 28.8Kbps, to the
speed of a high-speed ISDN connection, or 128Kbps. The new
network is an interim step before Orange introduces its
"third generation" services.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Book news: from BoyChat, unverified:
-----------------------------------------------------------

A well-known Dutch author and illustrator of children's
books, Ted van Lieshout, 42, was interviewed on the
current affairs program "Netwerk" last night about
the sexual friendship he had with a man in his forties
when van Lieshout was twelve years old.

He has written a book about the experience called, "Zeer
kleine Liefde" ("A Very Small Love".)

While Van Lieshout admitted that what happened should not
have happened, he has remained loyal throughout to the man
with whom he shared the relationship. He has up to this
day not divulged the man's identity, and says to hold no
bitter feelings.

van Lieshout said that as a boy growing up, and until
very recently, he regarded what had happened as *his*
secret, but after watching two boys come forward on TV
about *their* experiences, came to realise that it was
the adult who held the secret, and not he.

Also in the interview, and in the book, van Lieshout
called for a better understanding of pedophelia in
the Netherlands and elsewhere, which, in our current
climate, can be considered something of a breakthrough.

Particularly when you consider that the main message
being conveyed was that sexual contact between a child
and an adult does not necessarily have to be
harmful to the child, and that non-coercive contact
*is* possible.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Book review:
---------------------------------------------------------------

_THE HIDDEN COST OF 'ZERO TOLERANCE'_

_Lockdown America: Police and Prisons in the Age of Crisis
by Christian Parenti (Verso, 20 UKP)_


In his excellent _Crime and Punishment in America_, Elliott
Currie notes that the 1967 Kerner Commission on Urban
Disorders brought the US to a law-and-order crossroads,
agreeing that "we could never imprison our way out of
America's violent crime problem." Resisting crime meant
"attacking social exclusion".

Instead, the US took another road, resulting in "bursting
prisons, devastated cities, and a violent crime rate
unmatched in the developed world". Enter Christian Parenti
and his stunning, evocative Lockdown America. Pinpointing
the political moments that shaped America's draconian
criminal-justice policies, he reveals corrupt policing and
imprisonment and the overt targeting of "problem
populations".

Lockdown America is a critique of a cynical devaluation of
the democratic process. From his careful analysis of the
Watergate fall-out to his "nuts- and-bolts history of
profound economic crisis", Parenti reveals the hidden
depths of an authoritarian project's "battle for hearts and
minds". This was Ronald Reagan's inheritance - the backdrop
to his war on crime. Economic libertarianism could not be
delivered without social authoritarianism.

Parenti shows how the federal judiciary was stacked with
"mean-spirited" zealots; how permissive forfeiture laws
were relentlessly enforced to pursue a campaign of racist
state intervention. He establishes behind- the-scenes
connections between Reaganomics, anti-communist strategies
in Central America and the "right-wing cultural backlash" -
the foundation for the construction of the "underclass".
This strategy, as in Britain, targeted "idlers" and
"loafers" as marginals by choice rather than circumstance.
At its heart was "race spoken through the code of crime and
welfare".

Parenti then takes apart the myths of "zero tolerance" or
"quality of life" policing. It is a tale of "rapidly and
insidiously escalating police powers" resulting in an
"American-style democratic police state".

Of course, the broken windows were fixed, the streets
cleaned and the subway secured to make Manhattan
presentable. But as "zero tolerance" swept the US, policing
became "overly aggressive". The clampdown exacerbated a
climate of fear. Virtually unaccountable, the police
routinely violated civil liberties. Paramilitary Special
Weapons And Tactics (SWAT) units literally went to war:
"their task, destruction and conquest... the civilian
community, the enemy." For politicians, this was a small
price to pay for urban renewal.

Parenti relates this social pathologisation to the
spiralling incarceration rate, which is used to manage "the
contradictions of restructured American capitalism" while
giving politicians a bankable ballot-box currency. Yet mass
imprisonment "terrorises the poor" and "warehouses social
dynamite".

These detailed chapters are painful, as Parenti catalogues
the rape, torture and brutality endemic within US prisons.
His argument is convincing: rape has become "central" to
the politics of incarceration. In male jails, prisoner rape
is condoned; in women's prisons, coast to coast, "guards
routinely rape women prisoners with near-total impunity".

In 1985, 500,000, were incarcerated in federal prisons. By
1998, the figure was 1.7 million. This includes a 500 per
cent rise in women's imprisonment. Such numbers cannot be
effectively managed, with prison life dominated by powerful
gangs. At the end of the line come super-maximum prisons
run on regimes of "extraordinary isolation". The key has,
literally, been thrown away.

The financial rewards of prison expansion are staggering,
with over half a million full-time employees and an annual
expenditure of US$35 bn. Increasingly privatised, prison is
bigger than "any Fortune 500 company except General
Motors". For "industrial-military complex", now read
"prison-industrial complex" - a form of "carceral
Keynesianism" that revives "economically moribund regions".

Parenti's conclusion is clear. With "soft" forms of control
easily grafted on to repression, executions and brutalising
regimes have been made compatible with anger management,
restitution and shaming. "Therapy and the gas chamber are
by no means mutually exclusive." Decarceration is his first
priority, followed by decriminalisation.

Lockdown America is impressive: hardly a sentence passes
without a reference. Direct quotations from politicians,
commentators and witnesses are painstakingly reproduced.
The book is in the best tradition of investigative
journalism, paced like a fine novel, and carries the
authority of meticulous academic research. It should be
compulsory reading on Home Office course 101.

---------------------------------------------------------------
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